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A CASE WHICH HAS come before Mr. Justice 
Willes at chambers gives rise to a very important 
question upon the construction of the Debtors Act, 
1869. Section 4 of the Act enacts that “with 
the exceptions hereinafter mentioned, no person 
shall be arrested or imprisoned for making default in 
payment of a sum of money.” Certain excep- 
tions are then enumerated, Crown debts not being among 
them. The case in question is that of Mr. Leonard 
Edmunds. His controversies with the Crown it will be 
remembered were referred to the arbitration of two 
members of the bar, and their award found that Mr. 
Edmunds was indebted to the Crown to the amount of 
several thousands of pounds. Judgment for the amount 
was afterwards entered up ; and Mr. Edmunds had been 
arrested upon this judgment at the suit of the Crown. 
Upon an application to Mr. Justice Willes at Chambers 
for the discharge of the defendant out of custody, the 
question was argued before his Lordship whether the 
Act affects the right of the Crown to arrest its debtors, or 
whether the section applies onlyto the debts of subjects. 
The learned judge intimated an opinion that the Crown 
was not bound unless expressly or impliedly referred to ; 
he, however, reserved hisjudgment. Whichever way he 
may decide, it is not likely that the parties will rest 
satisfied wi th the decision of a single judge. But we are 
now in the middle of June and the Courts will sit again 
on the 2nd of November, four months and a-half hence. 
We venture to hope that when the Lord Chancellor is 
framing the rules for the contemplated High Court of 
Justice he will not include among them a rule by which 
as is the case now, the Courts shall be closed and justice’ 
at its highest source sealed up for more than one-third 
of a year at a stretch. 














IT REALLY SEEMS at last probable that bills for the 
amendment of our judicial system will become law this 
session. We say “bills’’ advisedly; because the measures 
now about to be sent to the Commons cannot properly 
be described as “the bills” which, under corresponding 
names, have heretofore attracted our attention. The 
changes, however, which have been introduced at the 
last moment to disarm an opposition which certainly 
seemed to us hypercritical, though of such a nature as 
materially to alter the character of the bills as bills, are 
not, as we think, calculated to have much practical 
effect upon the constitution of the new High Court of 
Justive. That the Court of Appeal has been made a 
division of the High Court instead of a separate court 
will not materially affect the course of business, because, 
as a rule, the appeals would in any event be from this 
or that divisional court to the Court of Appeal, and 
would follow exactly the same course whether the last- 
mentioned court be a divisional court or a separate high 
court; but in the cases, necessarily rare, where the High 


absurd to admit of an appeal from this Court to one of 
its own divisions; and therefore, we presume, though 
this is not expressly provided, that in such cases the 
only appeal will be direct to the House of Lords. It 
is also left in doubt whether the provision in the 
High Court Bill which gives an appeal to the court it- 
self from “any divisional court” will apply to the 
divisional court of appeal which is constituted, not by 
that bill, but the Appeliate Bill. By the way, it seems 
to us inartistic to keep the bills separate now that the 
court is to be single, although it was, of course, proper 
that two distinct bills should be introduced when the 
intention was to constitute two separate courts.. Asthe 
bills stand at present they somewhat grotesquely provide 
that the High Court of Justice shall consist of five divi- 
sions (High Court of Justice Bill, s. 3) of which the 
divisional court of appeal shall be a siath (Appellate 
Jurisdiction Bill, s. 3). The amalgamating process may 
perhaps be done in committee by the Commons, and will 
be something upon which to employ the energy of the 
lawyers in that House. 

There are one or two verbal inaccuracies in the High 
Court of Justice Bill in its present shape, arising appa- 
rently from the rapidity ard magnitude of the changes it 
has undergone : for instance, the notion of the contem- 
plated Committee of Council has been abandoned, and the 
clause whereby such committee was constituted has been 
struck out; nevertheless in section 21 we still find a 
reference to a “Committee of Council constituted in 
manner hereinbefore mentioned,” which has somehow 
escaped erasure. 

The principal difference produced by the last set of 
changes is in the inevitable delay. That which has 
heretofore been the period of maximum delay (lst No- 
vember, 1871) has now become the time of earliest 
possible accomplishment, for it is no longer to be possible 
for an order in council or any other authority to call the 
High Court of Justice into being as soon as its rules are 
ready, but an Act of Parliament must be obtained to give 
them life and efficacy, and they are more sanguine than 
we who expect to see that end accomplished within the 
limits of a single session. For the High Court of Justice 
Bill we do not regret this; we think that there is no 
such urgent need of legislation in that direction as 
should supersede the necessity of careful deliberation, but 
to have to wait for a satisfactory Court of Appeal until 
the whole new system of procedure in the courts of first 
instance bas been settled and approved by the Legislature 
seems to us to be at once a substantial grievance and a 
patent absurdity. 





Our CONTEMPORARY the Zaw Journal has drawn 
attention to the unfortunate language of the Judges 
Jurisdiction Act of this session. The second section, 
which is that intended to confer jurisdiction on the 
judges of any one of the three superior courts to assist 
in the despatch of business in either of the other courts, 
begins with the words “in case,” and as each of the 
many sentences the clauses contains is coupled to the 
preceding one by the copulative “and,” the result is 
that the clause is in form hypothetical throughout, and 
appears to contain no positive enacting words. This 
result was brought about by the amendments which 
were adopted in the course of the passage of the bill 
through the Lords and Commons. As the bill stood in 
the first instance, the chief judge of a court requiring 
assistance might send a request to any judge of another 
court, in which case certain results were to follow. At 
the suggestion, we believe, of Lord Ellenborough, the 
Lord Chancellor altered this by substituting the chief 
judge of the other court as the person to whom 
the request was to be sent. As it then stood such 
chief judge was to “send” a puisne judge to the 
assistance of the other court. In the Commons Mr. 
Denman pointed out that this language was not very re- 
spectful to the puisne judges, who had never been liable 
to be “sent” about at the orders of their chief. The 





Court itself pronounces a decision, it would obviously be 
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Attorney-General either adopted Mr. Denman’s amend- 
ment or promised to alter the clause to meet his objec- 
tion. Somehow or other the words “in case”’ crept in, 
and nonsense was made of the whole. This is as ridi- 
culous an instance as we have ever met with of the 
absurdities which may be caused by the want of system 
with which we legislate. It seems no one’s business to 
read an amended clause with a view of seeing even that 
it is good grammar, much less that it expresses what was 
intended. It would be a very proper penance for 
the person by whose fault the mistake originated, to 
have the trouble of framing a new clause (subject, of 
course, to supervision) and of publicly explaining why 
an amendment of the Act was required. We cannot, 
however, concur in the opinion of our contemporary 
that all acts done by a judge of one court in another 
under the supposed authority of the Act will be without 
jurisdiction. It has been laid down that bad grammar 
does not vitiate a deed, and although we are not aware 
that the same thing has ever been expressly held as to Acts 
of Parliament, yet it has been held that they are not to 
be construed so as to bring about an absurdity. Now, in 
the present case, no meaning at all can be given to the 
clause unless it is that jurisdiction is conferred by it. 
Any Court would, we think, be bound to hold that the 
Legislature have not said ‘in case a judge shall have 
jurisdiction,” and have then stopped without telling us 
what is to be the result. It isa less forced and more 
reasonable construction to give no effect, or at all events 
not to give its ordinary meaning, to the word “and,” 
where it occurs in the middle of the clause and after the 
semicolon in the printed copy. The judges would be 
bound to read the whole Act together, and they 
would find that the next section, the third, says 
that no evidence shall be required to found the 
jurisdiction of such judge. The fourth section also ex- 
pressly enacts that a puisne judge of one court may assist 
in holding a sitting in banco of another court at the 
same time that other judges of that court are sitting in 
banco also. This, therefore, expressly provides for the 
only case in which the jurisdiction has as yet been exer- 
cised, which by-the-bye, is as we pointed out while the 
bill was under discussion, almost the only case in which 
the jurisdiction is likely to be exercised in practice. But 
further, the language of the fourth section, as well as 
that of the third, is only consistent with such an in- 
terpretation of the second as will make that section to 
confer some jurisdiction. On the whole, therefore, we 
cannot but think that the mistake, though one discredit- 
able to our Legislature, and which will give the judges 
fair ground for declining to act extensively upon the Act, 
is yet one which, if the question came to be argued, the 
Courts would hold to be immaterial. Arguments tend- 
‘ng to the contrary conclusion might, however, be 
drawn from the third section itself, for it might 
be said that stops and headings of sections are not 
to be regarded in an Act of Parliament, so that this very 
third section must be read as the conclusion of the 
former. It would certainly be curious if any court were 
compelled to hold that Parliament had enacted, by way 
of anticipation, that in case a judge should get, by cer- 
tain preliminary steps, some jurisdiction which he then 
had not, that is to say,in case any future Act should 
give it to him, then no evidence should be required of 
one of the preliminary steps towards his getting it. 

A further difficulty, however, arises as to this very 
third section. In enacting that no evidence shall be re- 
quired of one of the preliminary steps, viz., the request, 
have not the Legislature, in effect, said that evidence 
shall be necessary of the other steps, such ag the ap- 
pointment of the judge by his brethren in his own court? 











Mr. David Graham Barkley, who has been awarded the high- 
est place at the recent examination of the Inns of Court, isa 
member of the Bengal Civil Service, which he entered by com- 
petition in 1857, standing fourth of the twelve gentlemen who 
were elected in that year.—A//en's Indian Marl. 


LEGAL EDUCATION FOR SOLICITORS. 


Last week we discussed “ Legal Education for the Bar,” 
a question which it seems is now likely to receive at last 
some of the attention which its importance deserves: 
The education of the bar, however, as the bar is at present 
constituted, is only a branch of a still larger question, 
The necessity for, and the effect of, the legal education 
of solicitors is also of great importance and ought to 
receive more notice than is generally accorded to itin 
discussions upon legal education. 

It is not difficult to see why the legal education of 
solicitors is so little talked about. The members of that 
branch of the profession are not usually known by name 
to the public as barristers are. Their names do not ap- 
pear in the daily papers in connection with the cases in 
which they are in fact engaged, and the larger portion 
of their ordinary occupation is of a kind which, although 
as important to the community at large as that trans- 
acted by barristers, is not by its very nature likely to 
attract public observation. Besides all this solicitors all 
have to undergo compulsory examinations, and any dis- 
cussion regarding their legal education must deal with 
alterations in an existing system rather than with the 
question whether any education at all is required. 

Although these reasons may to some extent account for 
the apparent indifference with which the legal education 
of solicitors is regarded, that education is nevertheless a 
matter of great consequence. The total number of solici- 
tors is larger than that of barristers, and the number of 
solicitors in actual praetice exceeds still more the number 
of barristers in practice, and solicitors transact an infi- 
nitely larger amount of business than that which is dealt 
with by the bar. The amount of work done by solivitors 
will be obvious the moment we stop to consider the vast 
number of contracts, letters, notices, &c., &c., they have 
to draw and advise upon, the questions and disputes of all 
sorts that they have to deal with, and the immense amount 
of semi-legal business they have to transact. They have 
also the most important duty of preparing all cases sub- 
mitted for the opinion of counsel, which involves not only 
the exercise of judgment and discretion, but also a know- 
ledge of at least the leading principles of the branch of law 
which affects the question. They have also to draw the. 
briefs, select the witnesses, inspect the documents, give 
notices, &c., &c., in all Nisi Prius cases, and the due per- 
formance of these duties is as important for the success of 
a cause as the learning and ability of the advocate who 
conducts it. Solicitors have besides to conduct all com- 
munications with the opposite party during a litigation, 
ard in addition to all this they are entitled to act and do 
very frequently act most efficiently as advocates in many 
of the inferior courts, and especially in county courts, the 
jurisdiction of which is being constantly increased. AIT 
this requires a knowledge of law, as the greater portion of 
the work has to be done without any aid from the opinion 
of counsel, and, indeed, much has to be done on the spur 
of the moment when there is but little time for con- 
sideration. 

We desire to urge most strongly the necessity of con- 
sidering the education of solicitors as an essential part 
of any new scheme of legal training that claims a title 
to be substituted for that which already exists. Not 
only should due provision be made for the legal 
education of solicitors, but it is very important that they 
should have the same kind of education and training 
(we do not say necessarily the same degree) as that 
which is given to those studying for the bar. Whatever 
evils the present dual system of the profession may have 
(and it admittedly has some), they are much increased 
by anything which tends to create differences of opinion 
or sentiment with respect to the way in which the two 
branches of the profession regard the law. If one 
branch of the profession is encouraged by the tendency 
of their education to think that a man must be but an 
ignorant lawyer who has not got at his fingers’ ends a 
large number of the most recently decided cases, and 
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| the other branch regard such knowledge as at most no- 
| thing more than the recollection of the headings of an 
' index, it is not likely that there will be much harmony 
of feeling between the two branches with regard to 
eral questions of law. Such divergences of thought 
tend to make the daily work of the law more difficult 
and therefore more tedious and expensive than it need 
be, and it also renders any general improvement in the 
law itself almost impossible. What is required is that 
all the members of the profession should be thoroughly 
familiar with the system of law with which they have 
to deal, and understand that system in its details, as a 
workman understands the use of his tools, and they 
should all be accustomed to regard the system in the same 
light, and to work it in the same way, sothat by harmo- 
nious action the most efficient result may be obtained. 
The programme of the present plan for the education 
of solicitors sounds well, but we fear that it is not carried 
out as thoroughly as might be. The theoretical 
portion of their legal study might be much more com- 
pletely taught. Most of our readers are probably familiar 
with the rules which regulate the admission of solicitors 
to the practice of their profession. There isa preliminary 
examination on general subjects to test the candidate’s 
general information. Then there are at considerable 
intervals of time an intermediate and a final examination 
on subjects purely legal, except that there are some ques- 
tions on book-keeping. In order to assist students to 
prepare for these examinations lecturers are appointed 
who give lectures and hold classes, attendance at which, 
although not compulsory, is open to all students. Be- 
sides this theoretical education provision is made for the 
learning of the practical details of the profession, and 
no one can be admitted as a solicitor who has not been 
articled for a certain number of years to a solicitor. This 
scheme of education, as we said, sounds well. There isa 
due admixture of practical and theoretical training. The 
office work to teach the former and the examination for 
the latter. 
The practical part probably could not be taught 
in any other way, and is learnt, when the pupils are 
willing to learn, as well as such knowledge can be 
learnt. The other portion of the education is more 
faulty. The attendance on lectures is not compul- 
sory, and there is nothing which necessarily brings 
the students together during their period of study, and 
thus a most valuable means of education is neglected. 
The value of bringing students together is great in all 
kinds of education, but it would be especially valuable 
to solicitors as the routine of their profession does not 
bring them very much into contact with one another. 
All barristers in practice necessarily see a great deal of 
one another, and in this way acquire much valuable 
knowledge after they have commenced the practice of 
the profession. Solicitors also doubtless acquire much 
after they are admitted, but they have not the oppor- 
tunities that barristers have for doing so. It is there- 
fore especially desirable that they should be brought into 
contact with one another before they commence practice. 
The present plan of requiring merely that candidates 
shall pass a couple of examinations, for which they may 
prepare themselves as they please, also tends to encourage 
the habit of “cram,” a result which should be most 
carefully guarded against. This last evil might to agreat 
extent be remedied by a careful method of examination 
which should thoroughly test the legal acquirements of 
each candidate. If we may judge by the published 
questions, however, the examinations are very carelessly 
conducted, and the questions to be answered are framed 
in a way which seems to show more regard for the 
time of the examiners than desire to test the knowledge 
of the students. For instance, at the last final examina- 
tion for Trinity Term, out of fifteen questions on 
criminal law two were as to the amount of punishment 
which might be inflicted for specified crimes. It is not 
easy to imagine a more thoroughly useless and objection- 
able kind of question. 





To improve the questions that are asked at these 
examinations would not be difficult. It would but re- 
quire care and attention on the part of the examiners 
and the bestowal of more time in the preparation of the 
questions. The other objection to the present system 
might be obviated to a great extent by bringing students 
together by a more complete plan of library and other 
similar accomodation, if not, by making attendance 
on lectures compulsory. It might also perhaps be use- 
ful if tutors were appointed to whom the students could 
refer for advice and general assistance in their studies. 
Such help as this is most valuable to a student who often 
does not know what are the best books to read and in 
what order subjects should be studied. Perhaps also, 
as we suggested last week, the old system of “ moots” 
might be revived in some form or other. However, we 
do not pretendin this article to suggest any complete 
plan of legal education. We only throw out these re- 
marks as suggestions which may be worth consideration. 

We hope that the subject of legal education will not 
be again forgotten until some real improvement has been 
made. The question is one which is doubtless necessarily 
technical in its details, and its advantages are not always 
clearly apparent at a cursory glance. A very slight 
acquaintance with the subject will, however, convince 
most people that there are few questions of more general 
interest to the public at large. One of the greatest 
advantages any country can possess is a good adminis- 
tration of good laws, and it is impossible to have these 
except through the intervention of trained lawyers, and 
the better the training of those lawyers the better will 
| be ceteris paribus the law which they must administer. 





PLATFORM ACCIDENTS. 


Perhaps of all cases which come before our courts in 
banc none are so difficult satisfactorily to dispose of as 
those which turn really on questions of fact. In cases 
where a jury may be suspected of a real, even if uncon- 
scious, leaning to one side or the other (such as actions 
by injured passengers against railway companies), it is 
perhaps necessary that the Courts should exercise some 
control over the decisions of the jury. Unfortunately, 
however, similar causes may interfere and undoubtedly 
do interfere to prevent the judges themselves as well as 
juries from exercising such sound judgment in these cases 
asin others. Judges as well as jurymen are railway 
travellers, and between their natural inclination on the 
one hand to look on such questions from the railway 
traveller’s point of view, and their desire on the other to 
prevent this inclination on their own part and on the 
part of jurymen from leading to injustice, their position 





| is undoubtedly peculiarly trying. Under these circum- 


stances it is not to be wondered at that the Courts should 
arrive at decisions ineonsistent with each other, or only 
to be made consistent by relying on differences of the 
minutest kind. One subject which of late has been fer- 
tile in producing difference of opinion amongst the judges 
is that of what, for want of a better term, we may call 
railway platform accidents, including in the term also, on 
the Jucus a non lucendo principle, accidents which happeu 
for want of a platform. 

In these cases precedents are of little real value, the 
only questions of law that arise being those common to 
all actions for negligence. It is, of course, desirable to 
have, as far as possible, uniformity of decision, and if 
ever a case arose in which the facts were absolutely iden- 
tical with those in a former one, it would be right to 
follow the former decision. In practice, however, this 
cannot happen. There must always be minute differ- 
ences of fact; some, perhaps, raising arguments in favour 
of one side, and some of the other, but such as to render 
the case merely similar, but not identical. Under such 
circumstances, and the question really being in all the 
cases what view ought to be taken of the facts, it is a 
mistake to place too much reliance on former decisions. 
At the same time it is impossible to prevent their being 
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quoted at the bar and noticed on the bench. Even when 
the reporters, coming to the conclusion that a particular 
case will be of no value as a precedent, omit to report 
it, yet it will be quoted from the recollection of counsel 
who have heard it argued, and in that form will be 
even more likely to mislead than if it had been regularly 
reported. The only real value of decisions in these 
cases is not as authorities, but as containing expressions 
of opinion by persons whose judgment is entitled to 
weight and respect. Itis necessary to look, not so much 
at what the real facts of any case were, as at what the 
judges supposed them to be, or what inference they drew 
from them. And, having ascertained what view each 
individual judge took of the facts, then his opinion as to 
what the result ought to be may be of considerable 
value. 

We propose shortly to notice some of the questions 
discussed in the recent cases, not with a view of re- 
conciling or explaining the decisions, but of extracting 
any opinions that may be of value indiscussing future cases. 
Siner v. The Great Western Railway, 16 W. R. 916, 17 
W. R. 417, was the simplest case of all. There the train 
overshot the platform, or extended beyond it, and the 
plaintiff, a woman, jumped out, in daylight, and sprained 
her ancle. It was held by a majority, both in the Ex- 
chequer and Exchequer Chamber, that she ought to be 
nonsuited, the judges, however, giving somewhat dif- 
ferent reasons. Most of the judges took the view that 
even if there were negligence on the part of the eom- 
pany, yet the injury of the plaintiff was net due 
to it, but to her own act in jumping out. That being so, 
it was pretty clear that she could not recover, at all 
events unless she could make out that she was invited 
by the defendants to do as she did, If she had been, 
and they had some means of knowledge which she had 
not as to whether or not it was safe for her to do so, the 
result might have been different. It being broad day- 
light, of course there was no pretence for saying that 


she could not see the danger, if there was any; the 
question whether the company invited her to descend, 
was not much gone into in this case, the majority of 
judges being apparently of opinion, that even if they had 
invited her, she should not have acted on the invitation, 


at all events without remonstrating and asking 
to have the train put back. It might seem to follow 
from this—certainly it would from the judgment of Baron 
Bramwell—that the amount or degree of danger to which 
it would be negligence for the company to subject a pas- 
senger, is necessarily the same as the amount or degree 
of danger which it would be negligent for the passenger 
knowingly to incur. This proposition, however, was 
expressly repudiated by the dissentient judges, and we 
do not think it can be considered established. There 
may well be a state of things, which though not in fact 
safe, the passenger may be entitled to consider 
safe, because it is held out to him by the com- 
pany as being so, and this may be so, although 
he may have means of knowledge which, if he had not 
been thrown off his guard, would have enabled’ him to 
detect the danger. The question that has been so much 
discussed in the subsequent cases—viz., whether there 
has been an invitation to alight, and which it is said 
that the Qneen’s Bench and the Common Pleas have de- 
cided differently is, we think, somewhat misleading. In 
Bridge v. The North London Railway (not reported) 
the case seems to have been this, that upon a train 
approaching a station, the porters called out “ High- 
bury,” and the train came to a stand. A’ passen- 
ger for Highbury immediately proceeded to get 
out, thongh the train was then in a tunnel, and 
he was killed. In an action under Lord Campbell’s 
Act, the plaintiff was nonsnited by Mr. Justice Black- 
burn, and a rule to set aside the nonsuit was refused by 
the Court of Queen’s Bench. The nonsuit is said’ to 
have proceeded on the ground that the calling out the 
name of the station was no invitation to alight. On the 
other hand, Mr. Justice Willes says that calling out the 





name of a station is an invitation to alight not imme. 
diately but when the train has definitely come toas' 

the passenger using reasonable care in the manner of hig 
alighting. This the learned judge has ruled at nisj 
prius in the cases of Petty v. The Great Western 
Railway Company, and Whittaker v. The Manchester & 
Sheffield Railway Company, repeating the observa- 
tion with perhaps greater emphasis in the latter 
case in banc. We have, therefore, here, expressions of 
opinion which appear clearly contradictory. At the 
same time we should be much surprised if the learned 
judges of the Queen’s Bench would not accept the 
qualified proposition of Mr. Justice Willes. Where they 
might probably differ with him would be in their judg- 
ment of what would be reasonable care on the part of 
the passenger in the manner of his alighting. Mr. Jus- 
tice Blackburn, Mr. Justice Mellor, and also, no doubt, 
Baron Bramwell, would say that he had not exercised 
reasonable care if he got out without seeing where he 
was going to, and that he was bound to ascertain this for 
himself. Mr. Justice Willes, on the other hand, would 
say, if he could see the danger, he must not get out, but 
if he could not see it, the question would be whether he 
was entitled to suppose from the acts of the company 
that there was none. A mere calling out of the name of 
the station might not of itself entitle him to suppose this, 
but coupling this with the stoppage of the train, and the 
appearance opposite the carriage of anything that the 
passenger might reasonably suppose to be the platform, 
then he would be entitled to suppose he could safely get 
out. Thus, in Whittaker’s case, there was a parapet of a 
bridge opposite the carriage which he took, and as the 
Court thought reasonably took, for a platform. 

We have, probably, not heard the last of these cases ; 
even if no new ones arise, there are two likely to go to 
the Exchequer Chamber— Cockle v. South Eastern Railway 
Company (i8 W. R. 759), from the Common Pleas, where 
the Court, were equally divided; and Prager v. The Bris- 
tol and Exeter Railway Company, not reported, from the 
Exchequer. 

After all the refining of the judges, there seems little 
to be said except that a passenger must look before he 
leaps, and if he cannot see, then uot leap until he is told 
to do so. When he can be considered as told to leap can 
be but a question of fact, although no doubt it will be 
for technical purposes (such as, whether the judge should 
nonsuit or not) a question of law whether there is any 
evidence upon that question of fact. 








COURTS. 


COMMON PLEAS. 


(In Banco, before Bovitt, O.J., and Smirn, Keatine, and 
Brett, JJ.) 


June 15.—Varley v. Ellis.—Re an Attorney. 


This was an informer’s action for penalties to a larga 
amount against the proprietors of the Daily Telegraph, 
who had inadvertently inserted various advertisements 
offering rewards for the recovery of stolen property, con- 
trary to the provisions of 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, which im- 
poses a penalty, recoverable by the informer. 


Giffard, Q.C., had obtained a rule calling on Mr. Thomas 
William Parks, the plaintiffs’ attorney, to answer the 
matters in certain affidavits. It was alleged that the attor- 
ney himself brought the actions in the names of his clerk, 
Charles Russell, and of one Susan Varley, a relation of 
Russell, the object being, if he succeeded in the actions, to 
recover the penalties and his costs, and if he failed, to 
escape from the liability of paying costs to the defendant, 
his clerk, and his female relative, the nominal plaintiffs 
being quasi paupers, and unable to pay costs. 

Robinson, Serjt., and Wood showed cause against the rule, 
and relied on the affidavit of Mr. Parks that he had not 
instigated the bringing of these actions, but had brought 
them on the instructions of the plaintiffs in the usual way, 
and that they were liable to him for costs, 
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Bovitt, C.J., said that when the rule was granted the 


' Court had been led to believe that there were no such per- 


gons as Russell and Varley. It now appeared on affidavits 
that these two persons had instructed the actions to be 
prought in the usual way, and what seemed to be a case of 
guspicion was answered. The rule must, therefore, be dis- 

as an attorney’s clerk or any person else had a 
right to bring these actions. 

Keatine and Smitu, JJ., concurred. 

Brett, J., dissented.—If the attorney had, as stated, put 
forward his clerk and a woman, a relative of his clerk, 
nominally to bring these actions for him, and, if he won, 
to obtain for him the penalties sued for and the costs, and 
if he failed, by this contrivance of pauper plaintiffs, to de- 
fraud the defendants of their costs, it was an exceedingly 
mean and dishonourable course, and the roll of attorneys 
ought to be purged of the name of sucha person. What 
were the facts? Hewas entitled to form an opinion of them 
according to such knowledge of the world as he possessed. 
The proceeding was not a very well known section of an 
old Act of Parliament, and such only as a lawyer of some 
knowledge would be likely to be aware of. Was it likely 
Susan Varley would know anything about it, or that his 
clerk would commence proceedings of some risk if he were 
to be held responsible for the costs? He confessed that his 
suspicions were in accordance with the affidavits on which 
the rule had been obtained: But it was possible that the 
facts stated in the contrary affidavits might be true, and he 
therefore yielded his own impressions to those of the other 
judges of the court. 

Rule discharged with costs. 

June 14.—Business of the Court. 

The Court announced that there would be sittings in 
banco on the 22nd, 23rd, 28th, 29th, and 30th inst. ; and 
that on Monday, the 11th of July, the Court would sit for 
the purpose of delivering judgments. 





BAIL COURT. 
(In Banco, before BuackpurN and Hanney, JJ.) 
June 14.—Dugdale v. Solomons, 
Re James H, F. Lewis, an attorney. 

A rule had been granted calling upon Mr. Lewis, an at- 
torney of this court, to show cause why he should not answer 
the matters in the affidavits. It was alleged that after the 
trial of the case of Dugdale v. Solomons Mr. Lewis, who was 
the attorney for the plaintiff, had sworn that four witnesses 
in the case had been each paid £11, whereas, in truth, cheques 
had been sent them for the amount, they being at the same 
time requested to hold over such cheques until after the 
taxation of the costs in order that it might be ascertained 
what amount the master allowed. These cheques were 
afterwards dishonoured, and the witnesses had never been 
paid. The matter was referred to the master, who this 
morning made his report, and therein stated his opinion that 
Mr. Lewis believed that the cheques would have been paid, 
and that there was no intent to benefit himself. 

Farry, Serjt., for Mr. Lewis, urged that there had been 
no intention to defraud; but, as there had been great mis- 
conduct, he craved the merciful consideration of the Court. 

M. Chambers, Q.C., contra. 

The Court said the only question was how this miscon- 
duct was to be punished; and they thought Mr. Lewis 
should be fined £25 and pay the costs of the rule. 


Jacobs v. The London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway 
Company. 

BLAcKBuRN, J., gave judgment in this case. It was a 
rule for the master to review his taxation of costs. Tho 
action was brought for an injury sustained by the plaintiff. 
The defendants had suffered judgment by default. The 
Main question was whether the master had done right in 
allowing one ccunsel instead of two. ‘The master stated 
that when he allowed only one counsel he allowed him 
nearly as high an amount of fee as he should have given the 
two. This court would have discharged the rule, but they 
understood there had been a different practice in the other 
courts, and they had therefore made inquiry, and found 
that all the courts agreed that there ought not to be an in- 
flexible rule, but that the master should exercise his dis- 
cretion. Under all the circumstances the Court thought the 


tule should be made absolute, but without costs. 











JUDGES’ CHAMBERS. 
June 10,— Willett v. Harding. 
Practice. 

On the 7th April, at the Bristol Spring Assizes, before 
Hannen, J., the plaintiff obtained a verdict for £45 10s., 
and on the 13th April the plaintiff accepted from the de- 
fendant £20 in full satisfaction of judgment, debt and costs. 
It being alleged that this settlement was made collusively 
and in fraud of the plaintiff's attorney, a summons was 
taken out by the plaintiff's attorney calling upon the plain- 
tiff and defendant to show cause why they, or one of them, 
should not pay in his costs in the action, or why he should 
not be at liberty to sign judgment and issue execution. 

R. F. Gould for the plaintiff's attorney ; Baugh Allen for 
the defendant ; tne plaintiff did not appear. 

BLACKBURN, J., made an order that the defendant pay 
the costs of the plaintiff's attorney, together with costs of 
summons (Ex parte Games, 33 L. J. Ex. 327, followed) with 
leave to apply to the Court, and, if advised, to tile fresh 
affidavits. 

Attorneys for the plaintiffs, Reed, Phelps, d: Sidgwick. 

Attorneys for the defendant, Stocken & Jupp. 





COURTS OF BANKRUPTCY. 
Lincon’s-Inn-FieEtps. 
(Before the Cuier JupGE.) 

June 13, 14.—Zx parte Anderson, Re Anderson. 
County Court appeal—Trial of issues—Venue—Practice. 
This was a motion on behalf of Charles K. Anderson, to 

alter, reverse, or annul an order of the Walsall County 
Court, by which it was ordered that the questions of fact 
necessary to be tried for the purpose of determining the 
validity or otherwise of an alleged sale by the bankrupt, 
Matthew Anderson, to Charles K. Anderson, should be 
tried before that Court and a jury, and for an order re- 
straining the assignee from prosecuting any proceedings 
against Charles K. Anderson until he should have returned 
to Charles K. Anderson the sum of £2,948, demanded and 
received by the assignee in January, 1870. 

The petition was filed on the 24th December, 1869, 
and on the 28th December the Court adjudged Mat- 
thew Anderson a bankrupt. Previously to the adju- 
dication a meeting of creditors was held. at which the 
whole of the creditors with one exception, agreed to 
accept a composition. On the 18th December, Charles K. 
Anderson, the brother of the now bankrupt, in considera- 
tion of a sum of £5,702, obtained an assignment of the 
whole of his brother’s assets. He paid a portion of the 
purchase-money, leaving asum of £2,948 owing. At the 
first meeting of creditors, held on the 20th January, an as- 
signee was appointed, who afterwards, through his solicitor, 
applied to Charles K. Anderson for payment of the balance 
of the purchase-money, which Charles K. Anderson accord- 
ingly paid. Notwithstanding this, it was alleged that the 
assignee had since commenced, and was now carrying on, 
proceedings in the county court for the purpose of testing 
the validity of the assignment by the bankrupt to Charles K. 
Anderson ; and the order under appeal had been made by 
the judge. 

Manisty, Q.C., Bagley, and W. W. Karslake, for the 
appeal.—It was impossible that a case of this importance 
could be tried in a county court before a jury of five, and 
the expense of counsel and witnesses to prove the value of 
the goods, consisting of pictures, &c., comprised in the deed 
would be enormous. At all events the Court would require 
the assignee to refund the balance of the purchase-money, 
which he had improperly received before he proceeded in 
the county court. They cited Donovan v. Fricker, Jacob, 
165 ; Orr v. Dickinson, Johns. 1; Colesworth vy. Stephens, 4 
Hare, 185 ; and as to the change of venue, Young v. Fernie, 12 
W. R. 921, 

De Gex, Q.C., and Reed, for the respondent, were not 
called upon. 

The Cuisr Juve held that the order of the county court 
judge was properly made; that that court was _per- 
fectly competent to deal with the matter; and that this 
Court had no power to interfere with the venue. As to 
the repayment of the balance of the purchase-money, the 
appellant could not properly require it, for if he was the 
bond fide purchaser he had rightly paid it; if he was not, 
another point might arise. The appeal must be dismissed 
with costs. 
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APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Tuomas Covstns, solicitor, of Portsea, Hants, has 
been appointed Admiralty Coroner and Solicitor at Ports- 
mouth, in succession to the late Mr. W. Swainson. Mr. 
Cousins was admitted in 1854, and has hitherto practised at 
Landport, Portsmouth, Southsea, and Portsea. 

Mr. Epwarp Aveustvs Hixper, solicitor, of Gravesend, 
has been elected Vestry Clerk of the parish of Milton, ad- 
joining that borough, in the place of the late Mr. F. South- 
gate. Mr. Hilder was certificated in 1836, and holds the 
offices of coroner of Gravesend, and replevy clerk for the 
county of Kent ; he is also High Bailiff of the County Courts 
of Gravesend and Dartford. 

Mr. Epwaxrp Jones, of Beaumaris, Anglesey, has been 
appointed Clerk to the Commissioners of Taxes for that 
district, in the room of his father, the late Mr. J. Watkins 
Jones, solicitor. 

Mr. Harotp ConsTaNnTINE Brown1no, solicitor, of Red- 
ditch, Worcestershire, has been appointed Clerk to the 
Local Board of Health, in succession to his father, Mr. Ed- 
ward Browning, resigned. 

Mr: Epwrx Beprorp, of Haberdashers’-hall, Gresham- 
street, has been appointed a London Commissioner for ad- 
ministering oaths in the Court of Queen’s Bench: 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Sares py AvcTION. 

Sir,-—-The judge of the Worcester County Court '(Mr. 
Kettle) recently took occasion to observe that in selling a 
piano by auction, a bidding on behalf of the vendor is il- 
legal, unless openly stipulated for. This decision has been 
called in question by some of your commercial contem- 
poraries, one of whom, after observing that such a sale 
cannot be within the purview of the Sale of Land by Auc- 
tion Act, expresses a wish to know on what Act the judge 


founded such a dictum. I should be glad of some enlighten- | 


ment on this matter: A. B 
{The Sale of Land by Auction Act (1867) applies only to 
sales of land, but the rule of common law which that Act 
imposes on the Courts of Equity comprises sales of every 
-J.) 


description of property.—Ep. 8: J 


—=— 


PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

June 13.—Attorneys and Solicitors Remuneration Dill. 
Committee.—Lord Chelmsford stated that he had pre- 
pared a proviso to be inserted in clause 4, which, as it had 
not yet been printed, he would propose ata future stage. 
He had heard of no ground for the introduction of the 
measure except the unsatisfactory nature of the existing 
arrangement, by which conveyancing business was remuner- 
ated in proportion to the length of the necessary docu- 
ments. There was thus a premium on prolixity, and 
no inducement to employ skill in abbreviating the 
prolix forms which at present prevailed. In 1864 Lord 
Westbury brought in a bill enabling attorneys to enter into 
agreements as to the amount of remuneration for con- 
veyancing business, but it was objected to as having a 
larger scope, and it failed to become law. ‘This class of 
business was usually deemed the highest, and persons of the 
highest character being employed in it, he was sure they 
would not abuse the power now proposed to be given them; 
but he objected to the extension of such agreements to suits 
at law, on aceount of the overreaching and oppression 
which would inevitably result. In many cases, the clients 
heing very ignorant, the attorneys would make a good bar- 
vain for themselves, and though it was true that the agree- 
. Inent might be brought before 4 court, and, if unreasonable, 
oct aside, the parties in nine cases out of ten would not be 
aware Of this mode of redress, and would not know whe- 
tuer the agreement was 4 fair one. She bill, moreover 
would exempt these agreements from taxation, #0 that, 
they would be eagerly entered into for the purpose 
A avoiding the scrutinising eye of the taxing officer. He 
should have much preferred it had the bill been confined to 
conveyancing business, but he feared it could not be modi 
fied in this sense without being redrawn. His amendment, 





therefore, provided that when such an agreement related to 
any action or suit, the amount payable in it should not bg 
paid untii it had been examined and allowed by the taxi 
officer, who, if he deemed it unfair, might require it to be 
referred to the Court, which would be empowered to reduce 
it, or to order the costs to be taxed in the same manner ag 
if no such agreement existed. Without such a proviso the 
operation of the bill would be most mischievous.—The 
Marquis of Salisbury said the object of the bill was to allow 
freedom of contract as far as possible, and to enable clients 
to get their work done at less expense. He saw no objection 
to the amendment.—Lord Romilly approved of the bill, 
believing that many persons would abstain from bringi 
actions if they knew what the cost would be. At present, 
if they asked an attorney whether he would undertake to 
carry on a suit for £10, the answer was that the law did not 
permit him to make such a bargain, but he believed the cost 
would not exceed that sum. He feared that the proviso 
would be merely an expensive form of taxation, for a person 
could not be before the taxing officer with evidence without 
expense. The opponent would not be bound by the 
agreement, for he would have to pay the taxed costs irre. 
spective of the sum agreed on.—Lord Cairns generally ap- 
proved the bill, but supported the proviso. The bill already 
provided that three agreements entered into by guardians 
and trustees, who might not be very strict in a matter where 
the costs would not come upon themselves, should be subject 
to the certificate of the taxing officer, and it was expedient 
| to extend this safeguard to agreements relating to actions at 
| law.—Lord Westbury feared the proviso would render the 
clause nugatory.—Lord Penzance remarked that the terms 
| of the proviso would not apply it to the court over which 
he had the honour to preside. Unless this omission was 
supplied, very ignorant clients in the smaller class of cases 
would be much imposed upon.—The Lord Chancellor ap- 
proved the object of the bill which would wipe away the 
| reproach of the principle of remuneration according to 
length, whereas it was desirable that some scheme should be 
devised for regulating it according to brevity. The obvious 
| reason of the present law was that, while in other agreements 
} a man was advised by his solicitor, in an agreement with 
| his solicitor he would have no advice or protection. The 
| bill would tend to the benefit of the community in the ma- 
| jority of cases, certainly as regarded the more respectable 
| practitioners, and the 8th clause provided that no action 
should be brought on these agreements until the Court had 
been applied to, to see whether they were fair or not. There 
was also a clause protecting infants and married women, 
for whom protection was imperatively necessary. As to 
the class who, though legally capable, were incapable 
through ignorance, they would be in some degree protected 
by the competition as to who would transact the business 
most cheaply. It was not desirable so to restrict the measure 
as to impede the operations of the more respectable class, 
whose clients would benefit from it.—Lord Chelmsford re- 
| marked that his noble and learned friend’s picture of all 
the attorneys in a neighbourhood assembling about the 
carcass like a flock of vultures proved the necessity of pro- 
tecting the unfortunate persons who might fall into their 
clutches. In the majority of cases the money would be 
squeezed out of the client, the agreement never coming be- 
fore the Court, and he hoped that to prevent overreachin, 
and oppression his proviso would be agreed to.—The bil 
then passed through committee, 

The Wine and Beerhouses Act (1869) Amendment Bill was 
read a second time. 

The Gas and Water Faeilities Bill was read a second 
time. 

The High Court of Justice Bill (Report of Amendments).— 
The Lord Chancellor said that Lord Cairns, while concurring 
in the change in the Courts of Judicature recommended by the 
commission over which he presided, desired that the Court 
of Appeal should be a branch of the High Court, and not, 
as proposed in the bill, a court apart—a view in which he 
deemed himself supported by the commission, He had no 
objection to adupt that view, and was accordingly prepared 
to amend the Appellate Jurisdiction Bill in that sense. 
Lord Cairns also contended that the rules of procedure os- 
sential to every Courtshould be embodied in the Act. Now, 
the rules of the existing Courts, which it was proposed to 
consolidate, wore no less than 2,800 in number, and although 
those of the consolidated court would bo loss numerous, they 
could not be introduced into the bill unless it wore deforred 








for a year, in order that they might be framed, which could 
not be done until the constitution of the court was settled, 
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His proposal had, therefore, been to delegate the task to a 
committee of the Privy Council, leaving it afterwards to 
the Court to make modifications. Lord Cairns, however, 
supported, with one exception, by all the law lords who ad- 
dressed the House, urged that the rulesshould have the direct 
sanction of Parliament, instead of the indirect sanction of 
being laid on the table of both Houses before taking effect. 
Although not satisfied that this course was preferable, he was 
avilling, provided the constitution of the Court was settled, 
as it would be if the bill passed, to superintend the framing 
of rules, obtaining such assistance as would be necessary, 
and to provide that, with the exception of one or two 
clauses, the bill should not come into operation until these 
rules had received the sanction of Parliament. One of the 
exceptions would relate to the power to appoint a Lord Jus- 
tice of Appeals in Chancery, pending and subject to those 
changes. It had not hitherto been deemed expedient to 
fill up the vacancy caused by the death of Lord Justice 
Selwyn, on the ground that any person appointed should 
be prepared to submit to the changes which Parliament 
might think desirable; and though this course had been 
found fault with, he was happy to say that the appeals 
awaiting hearing, which in November were thirty-three, 
none of them of older date than the previous June, were 
now only thirty-six, although one appeal had lasted eleven 
days. During the Chancellorship of Lord Cairns 
the Court of Appeal in Chancery twice cleared its whole 
paper. The Govermment were desirous of avoiding any 
arrears in the business by at once appointing a Lord Jus- 
tice, subject to the provisions of the bill. The other clause 
which would take immediate effect was that enabling the 
Chief Judge in Bankruptcy, if a Privy Councillor, to sit, 
if appointed, on the Judicial Committee. He proposed 
in deference to the objections which had been urged, 
to strike out the clauses relating to the Home 
Circuit—Lord Cairns was quite satisfied with these 
concessions. They would meet his objection to 
the separation of the new Court of Appeal from 
the High Court of Justice, and also his objection to 
the delegation to an extra-Parliamentary body of the settling 
of rules affecting the whole judicature of the country. The 
Lord Chancellor had taken a very wise course, and would, 
he trusted, have the satisfaction of seeing these bills become 
law this session, and thus of constituting the High Court, 
although it would not come into operation until the rules 
had been sanctioned by Parliament.—Earl Grey felt that 
the work of legislation in this country was getting abso- 
lutely choked by too great an amount of business. And in 
consequence the work was ill-performed, bills being passed 
in an imperfect and unsatisfactory state. This would in- 
evitably be the case until some efficient means were adopted 


of lightening the heavy load of business and of making ; 


greater use of subsidiary authorities in order to prepare 
measures for legislation. Much had of late years been done 
in that direction, and the drawing up a vast number ofrules 
relating to the procedure cf courts of law was, above all, a 
case where Parliament should not be encumbered with too 
much detail. The control of Parliament should be main- 
tained ; but it was a wrong view of the duties of Parlia- 
ment to keep within its walls matters of detail of this kind. 
In the earlier history of Parliament, it confined itself to the 
substance of legislation, leaving it to the judges to embody 
its) wishes in statutes. He believed those earlier 
Acts, thus deliberately framed out of Parliament, com- 
pared more advantageously with Acts passed under the 
modern system, under which Parliament took cognisance of 
every detail and wording.—Lord Westbury regretted that 
he, like others both in and out of the house, had been 
terrified by the bugbear of the immense number of rules 
and orders which wonld be necessary. It being intended 
to lay down one simple form of pleading, and to supersede 
the existing forms, those who knew how essential forms 
were to justice required that the rules determining pro- 
cedure should be embodied in a bill and sanctioned by 
Parliament. These would be as different from minute 
rules of practice as a principle was from its details, and if 
properly framed Parliament would avoid that “ leap in the 
dark” which was as inoxpediont with regard to our courts 
of justice as to any othor part of our oxisting constitution, — 
Earl Granvillo commented on and justified his own previous 
assertion that ho had noticed a tendency among law lords 
to pull cach othor's proposals of legal reform to pieces. 
~Tho report was thon received, and the amondments 


agreed to. 


The Appellate Jurisdiction Bill.—Re-committal.—The 
Lord Chancellor said the sole purpose of the amendments 
was to bring the Appellate Court into the system of the 
High Court of Justice. Mr. Justice Blackburn, Mr. Baron 
Bramwell, and Mr, Justice Smith had approved that very 
measure by approving the report of the Committee on 
Judicature, on which the bill was founded. Mr. Baron 
Bramwell did not concur in the resolutions of the judges. 
—Lord Cairns called attention to the serious alteration 
which this bill proposed ‘to make in the salaries of 
succeeding judges. ‘The salaries in the chief courts at 
present had been fixed, after long consideration, in pur- 
suance of the recommendations of the committee on sala- 
ries, which sat some years ago. The common law judges 
had heavy circuit expenses. The arrangements proposed 
by the bill were not liberal enough. He thought the 
policy embodied in them very short-sighted.—Lord Pen- 
zance said that if the proposed Court of Appeal was to be 
appointed, the Lords Justices would be placed in an inferior 
position to the judges of the primary courts. That wasa thing 
which had never been done with respect to the judges of an 
appeal court; and the principle involved in the change 
seemed erroneous. With regard to the judges of common 
law, it was true they would have nominally the same 
salary as the Vice-Chancellors and himself, but really they 
had very much less, because they were obliged to pay the 
expenses of circuit, which were not less than £600 a year. 
He did not see why they should not be placed in the same 
position asthe judges of the other courts.—Lord Romilly 
ventured to say that if they diminished the salaries of the 
judges, already reduced as they were by the great increase 
of prices, and likely to be still more reduced by the rapid 
influx of gold from foreign countries, they would never get 
leaders of the profession to fill the office; they would only 
get subordinate persons, who would not possess that public 
confidence which judges ought to have.—The Lord Chan- 
cellor said that with regard to the alleged anomaly of a 
| larger salary being received by a judge in a subordinate 

position, it was not the case that all judges of appeal re- 
| ceived a higher salary than that received by the judges 
' from whom the appeal mightcome. The right criterion was 
| not whether by the offer of a certain salary they could 
| secure any man, but whether they could secure a fit man.— 
The bill was ordered to be re-committed on Thursday next. 
| The Union of Benefices Amendment Bill—The Bishop of 
| Winchester said that, under existing Acts, two benetices 
\ 
| 
| 
| 
| 





could, under certain conditions, be united, and it was some- 
times advisable to take down one of the churches and make 
one church, a larger one if necessary, serve for the united 
parishes. ‘There was, however, no power to give to the 


| parishioners of the church so pulled down parochial rights 


in the common church. The bill would remedy this defect. 
—The bill was read a second time. 

The Benesices Resignation Bill.—The Bishopof Winchester 
said this bill proposed to apply to the beneficed clergy the 
principle applied last year to the episcopate, by enabling 
them, with the consent of the bishop and archbishop, when 
worn out in their duties, to retire, receiving one-third of the 
income by way of pensions. At present there was no power 
to charge a benetice with a retiring pension.--The bill was 
read a second time. 

The Jrish Land Bill.—Earl 
second reading; it was based on the principle that 
most Irish tenants required legislative protection.— 
The Duke of Richmond would not take on himself the 
responsibility of throwing the bill out, lest a worse one 
should follow; but he should propose amendments.—Lord 
Russell said the bill was tte only measure that had ever 
adequately met the evil, because it was the only one that 
gave a tenant compensation for the loss of occupation. He 
congratulated everybody upon the bill—Lord Oranmore 
said the bill contained principles never before accepted by 
any Legislature, and its passing would not stop agrarian 
outrages. —Lord Portsmouth supported the bill; Lord Lif- 
ford objected to it.—-Lord Dafferin said it was consistent 
with the rights of property and with previous legislation. — 
Lord Salisbury approved the compensation and purchase 
clauses. Irish landlords were numerically too few. Had 
that beon otherwise this bill would never have been neces- 
sary, He disapproved of the clauses which Hmited the 
liberty of contract for the future, and those clauses which 
went beyond this he stigmatised as robbery.—Loni Kim- 
berley said the bill did not require Trish landlords to do 
more than good landlords now did when they dispossessed 


Granville moved the 
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their tenants.—Lord Bandon objected to many of the 
details of the bill—Lord Monck supported the measure in 
its general scope.— Debate adjourned. 

The Norwich Voters’ Disfranchisement Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 

The Bridgwater and Beverley Disfranchisement Bill was 
read a third time and passed. 


June 16.—The Union of Benefices Act (1870) Amendment 
Bill passed through committee. 

The Jrish Land Bill—Adjoirned debate on the second 
reading.—Lord Cairns, after criticising the bill in detail, 
said no mercy would be shown to tenants in arrear, and the 
tendency of the bill would be to raise rents throughout 
Ireland, and to lead to the consolidation of farms. The 
power given to the tenant to drop from one scale to a lower 
one, the necessity of replacing the thirty-one years’ lease by 
one of twenty-one 7 and the clauses relative to conacre 
and the building of labourers’ cottages, all needed amend- 
ments which might be made without touching the principles 
of the bill.—Lord Halifax thought the characteristics of the 
bill were substantially fair and just.—Lord Grey feared it 
would work badly ; it gave no additional facilities for making 
contracts, and it would tend to discourage improvements by 
interfering with the free action both of landlord and tenant, 
and that it would promote litigation. Still, it must be 
passed, but the responsibility was the Goverment’s.—Lord 
Athlumney thought the bill did not detract from the fair 
rights of property.—Lord Derby demurred to the composi- 
tion principle and said the chief merit of the bill was that it 
would destroy the delusion among a certain class of Irish 
tenants that the land belonged to the occupier. It would 
not end an agitation which had been so successful, but he 
supported it because, all real grievances being now removed, 
all men would unite in defending English Government 
in Ireland —The Duke of Argyle said the bill was necessary 
and just in itself, did not interfere unduly with the rights 
of property, and was fair and just to the people of Ireland. 
—The Duke of Abercorn approved the principle but highly 
objected to the machinery.— Debate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

June 10.—County Governiment.—Mr. Campbell moved a 
resolution to the effect that the principle of representation 
ought to be applied to the Government and financial ad- 
ministration of counties.—Mr. Bruce said the Government 
had admitted in the Queen’sSpeech last session what reforms 
werenecessary by the admission of the representative principle 
into the local administration of counties. This session no 
measure‘was brought forward, not simply for want of time, 
but because the whole subject of local taxation—its incidence 
and the manner in which it should be levied—was to be 
brought under consideration by the President of the Poor 
Law Board, who introduced a measure which had been 
referred to a select committee, and on the decision of that 
committee must in a great degree depend the constitution 
of county financial boards. He understood that evidence 
which covered the whole subject had been gone into by the 
committee. The question how far the rate should be 
levied from owners and occupiers was one on which the 
committee must give their decision, and surely on that 
decision it must very largely depend what should be the 
constitution of the future body, and where the electoral 
power should be vested. That was a sufficient reason for 
delay on the part of the Government in dealing with that 
part of the question. With respect to the other and larger 
question, the Government were not prepared to propose 
any large or sweeping changes. He must meet the motion 
with a decided negative—Ultimately the motion was 
negatived by a majority of 61 to 39. 

Lhe Game Laws.—Mr. Locke drew attention to the 
attempts of this and the last session at legislation on this 
subject, and urged the importance of an inquiry.—Lord 
Royston said every gentleman in this country had a right to 
let his land in the way most advantageous to his pocket.— 
Sir L. Palk said that the best mode of settling this question 
would be to abolish the game laws altogether, and to sub- 
stitute for them « stringent trespass law.—Mr. Bruce said 
the Government appreciated the difficulty in which the 
House was placed by the proposals respecting this question, 
but deprecated the appuintment of a select committee to 
consider the subject. ‘The Government would deal with the 
question on a very early day by a measure which would 
tend to reduce the yuantity of ground game materially, and 





be generally as strong as it could be without infringing the 
rights of property. 

The Commons Enclosure Bill. —Mr. Knatchbull-Hugessen 
moved the second reading. The Act of 1845 had worked 
admirably with regard to facilitating enclosures, but it had 
failed to secure greater protection to the public and the 
poorer classes. The bill, instead of leaving the com- 
missioners discretion as to whether any allotments should 
be made where the land was subject to allotment, would 
compel them to make allotments in every case of 
enclosure. The Government proposed that one tenth, 
instead of one ninety-ninth, should be devoted to this 
purpose, but the exact proportion could, of course, be 
fixed upon in committee. At present recreation ground, 
unlike an allotment, was free of rent-charge, but it was pro- 
posed to abolish this distinction, and to enact that whatever 
land was henceforth devoted to the public should be given 
free of rent-charge. There was likewise a distinction at 
present between common land over which common rights 
were exercised all the year round and commonable lands 
over which the public enjoyed rights only during certain 
portions ofthe year. Under the bill commonable land would 
be subject to allotment the same as common land. The bill 
further provided that commons situate within a certain 
distance of densely-crowded towns should not be enclosed 
without the consent of the local authorities.—Debate ad- 
journed. 

The Protection of Inventions Bill was read a second time. 

Advertisements Respecting Stolen Goods.—The Attorney- 
General introduced a bill to amend the law. 

The Dividends on Stock Act of 1869.—Mr. Stansfeld intro- 
duced a bill to extend this Act to Ireland. 


June 13.—The Universities Tests Bill passed through 
committee. 

The Merchant Shipping Code Bill was read a second time 
and the order for committee postponed. 

The Merchant Shipping Acts, §c., Repeal Bill was read a 
second time. 

The Protection of Inventions Bill passed through com- 
mittee. 


June 14.—TZrades Unions.—In reply to Mr. Melly, Mr. 
Bruce said he intended to bring forward a bill for the 
regulation of trades unions in the course of the present 
session, but if he proved unable to do so he should certainly 
introduce a bill to extend the operation of the 32 & 33 Vict. 
e. 61, for another year. 

The Authorised Version of the Bible.—Mr. Buxton moved 
that an address be presented to her Majesty praying that she 
would be graciously pleased to invite the President of the 
United States to concur with her Majesty in appointing 
commissioners to revise the authorised version of the 
Bible.—Mr. Gladstone thought there were objections to the 
civil Government dealing with this subject, though per- 
haps when the work was done it might take it up.—The 
motion was ultimately withdrawn. 


June 16.—Representation of Minorities—Mr. Hardcastle 
moved the second reading of a bill to repeal the minority 
clause of the Representation of the People Act (1867). 
The clause was irritating and a practical failure, gave pre- 
ponderance to minorities under certain circumstances, and 
was a step towards that ingenious impossibility—Mr. 
Hare’s scheme.,—Mr. Collins said the clause was beneficial 
and had only been tried two years.—Mr. Gladstone said 
minorities ought to be represented and were represented 
without the clause, which was an inconvenient excrescence 
on the Act.—Mr. Morrison approved the clause as a step 
towards Mr. Hare’s scheme,—Mr. J. Hardy supported it as 
securing the representation of people and not party.—Sir 
J. Grey said at least it should not be repealed without con- 
sidering other plans for minority representation.—Mr. 
Walter said the minority must be heard and this clause 
secured that very fairly.—Mr. Disraeli was not fond of 
these new-fangled devices, but would not disturb the experi- 
ment so very soon.—Ultimately the bill was thrown out by 
a majority of 183 to 175. 


June 16.—The Case of Mr. Mathieu.—In reply to Col. 
Edwardes, Mr. Bruce said Mr. Mathieu, when taken to 
Bow-street, refused his address and gave a wrong name. 
Strict inquiry had resulted in a conclusion that the police 
had not done anything other than their duty. 

Mr. Leonard Edmunds.—In reply to Sir J. Elphinstone, 
Mr. Gladstone said the ground upon which Mr. Leonard 





SSPE .. 


[--) 
BE 


o- ee _ 'S 


June 18, 1870, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPURTER. 


_ 











‘Edmunds had been arrested was his debt to the Crown of 
the sum of £7,904; and the authority on which he had 
been taken was the authority of the law, which had not 
Leen altered with respect to Crown debts by any recent 
legislation. They were advised that the Act for the aboli- 


tion of imprisonment for debt did not affect Crown debtors, 
and that writs had besn issued in consequence of the non- 
payment of Queen’s taxes. 

The Extradition of Criminals Bill was read a second 


time. 
The Sligo and Cashel Disfranchisement ‘Bill.—The second 
ing was carried by a majority of 158 to 23. 

The Larceny Advertisement Bill was read a second time. 

The Salmon Acts Amendment Bill was read a second time. 

Investments for Charitable Purposes.—A bill by Sir Roun- 
dell Palmer was introduced, to amend the law as to the 
investment on real securities of trust funds for public and 
charitable purposes. Though primarily the bill had been 
rendered necessary by the passing of the Irish Church Bill 
of last year, its provisions were intended to apply, as its 
title indicated, to all trust moneys held for public and charit- 
able purposes——The bill was read a first time. 

Apportionment of Rents.—A. bill by Sir Roundell Palmer, 
for the better apportionment of rents and other periodical 
payments, was read a first time. 

Party Processions (Iveland).—A bill by Mr- Chichester 
Fortescue to amend the law relating to certain processions 
in Ireland was read a first time. 

Absconding Debtors.—A bill by Mr. S. Morley, to amend 
the law relating to absconding debtors, was read a first 
time. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The tenth anniversary festival of this society was held 
on Wednesday evening, the 15th inst., at the Freemasons’ 
Hall. The chair was ably filled by the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
Richard Malins, and there were present about 100 members 
of the profession, among whom we noticed:—Messrs. W. B. 
Glasse, Q.C., M. Cookson, J. T. Crossley, Fitzroy Kelly, A. 
R. Bristow, H. Y. T. Young, Reginald Hughes, J. 
8. Torr, E. F. Burton, E. Benham, E. Hedger, J. A. Rad- 
cliffe, A. J. Bristow, W. F. Blandy, C. Diver, F. H. Rooke, H. 
Thorn, H.Sowton, J. E. Turner, J. W. Proudfoot, J. Tassell, 
J. Alexander, F’. Carnell, F. H. Hallett, T. F. Peacock, F. W. 
Topham, H. A. Dowse, J.T. Fry, W. J. Fraser, H.W.Trinder, 
W. Keary, L. Emanuel, T. Hamlin, W. T. Manning, G. C. 
Greenway, W. Ruston, H. Briggs, J. Heather, J. Heather, 
jun., R. 8S. Mason, G. D. Cooke, F. Buckland, W. Yewd, 
G. Sumner, H. J. Torr, F. Filliter, W. Chubb, H. A. Deane, 
J. W. Howlett, H. M. Cotton, A. Rawlinson, C. H. Gates, 
St. Barbe Sladen, J. Fluker, T. W. Goldring, W. H. 
Haycock, E. J. Milliken, J. Callaway, F. Brand, Esqs., and 
Mr. Secondary Potter. 

The cloth having been removed, and grace sung effec- 
tively by a glee party under the direction of Mr. W. J. 
Fielding, 

The CHarkMAN proposed the health of the Queen and the 
Prince and Princess of Wales, and the rest of the Royal 
family, which weve received in the usual loyal manner. 

In proposing “ The army,navy,and volunteers,” the Chair- 
man said the two former were ancient institutions; known 
and beloved by all, but the latter was a more recent growth 
which threatened to divide public favour withits predecessors. 
In default of any direct representative of the army or navy 
he would mg 3 with the toast the name of Mr. Bristowe, 
solicitor to the Admiralty, and Captain Bathurst of the 
Kentish Volunteers, 

Mr. Bristowe, in responding on behalf of the navy said, 
that although it so happened that at the present moment 
the English navy was in a state of transition, the once 
boasted ‘* wooden walls” rapidly giving place to iron vessels 
or ships constructed of iron al copper, still whatever 
might be the material of which our navy was constructed, 
it was manned by the same lion-hearts which had 
_ the English flag to victory in every sea and in every 
clime. 

Captain Barnunsr having responded on behalf of the 
volunteers, 

_ Mr. Gasser, Q.C., proposed the health of her Majesty’s 
judges, a body of men, who by their learning, industry, 








and integrity, had won the respect and esteem of the nation. 
They had not present any of her Majesty’s common law 
judges, but they were presided over by one of the equity 
judges who had already earned for himself the regard of 
all whose duties brought them in contact with him. 

The CHarrMAN in responding to the toast, said, he 
believed, that to the distinguished body of men for whom 
he had the honour te return thanks, England owed the 
deepest obligations. Their duties were very arduous, and 
in the discharge of those duties, he believed—at any rate, 
he could speak for himself—they frequently erred, but when 
they did so, it was not from any lack of desire to do their 
duty, but simply because, from the nature of the case, it was 
impossible they could always be right. It was most pleas- 
ing to find himself on this occasion surrounded by a body 
of men with whom he had been so associated for so many 
years, from whom he had received so many marks of kind- 
ness, and with whom he was always pleased to renew his 
acquaintance on those occasions when his public duties brought 
him in contact with them. 

Mr. Burton, in proposing the health of the bar, said 
that, much as we might be captivated by the eloquence for 
which the bar was distinguished, that was not to be com- 
pared with its more sterling qualities. The bar stood pre- 
eminent in the world for its learning. The medical pro- 
fession and the profession of physical science could alone 
come near it for learning, but no one knew so well as solicitors 
did that, although the barrister was constantly engaged in 
taking opposite sides of the same question, he did so with- 
out the sacrifice of personal trath ; and no one knew also 
better than solicitors did that, although constantly pleading 
before the same judges, and looking to the Crown for pro- 
motion, the bar did its duty fearlessly and without sacri- 
ficing its independence. He was happy to say there was 
now no jealousy or rivalry between solicitors and the bar. 
That had long passed away. Fifty years ago solicitors held 
a different position ; since then solicitors had made great 
progress in education and status, and they now held a very 
much higher position. Socially they met on terms jof 
equality with the bar, and he was content professionally to 
yield to the bar the higher place. It was from the bar that 
the judges were selected, the bar sent a large proportion of 
the legislators into the House of Commons, and the bar 
sent into the House of Lords the law lords—that element 
without which he supposed the levelling hands of Mr. Bright 
would have swept away that branch of the legislation. To 
solicitors the highest honour we could aspire, he supposed, 
was to be a lord mayor. But though the highest honours in 
the law were not open to solicitors, they mightat least hope to 
see their sons fill the highest positions in the law. Hethought 
there was no more beautiful touch of nature to be found in 
Tennyson than where he described Enoch Arden lying in 
his boat enduring the hardship of a fisherman’s life, but 
consoling himself with the prospect of putting his son ina 
higher position than his own. He (Mr. Burton) would next 
allude to the observations that had fallen from a learned 
judge when presiding over a similar meeting of this society 
two years before. He referred to the suggestion that fell 
from that judge that the two branches of the profession 
should be amalgamated. He (Mr. Burton) doubted if that 
were the expression ofa deliberate conviction on the part of 
that most learned judge, all of whose opinions were entitled 
tothe greatest respect. But he differed with him entirely 
on that question. It was very well in the colonies where 
there was comparatively little to do and few to do it, that 
every man should do all that came in his way. But ina 
wealthy country and with well-filled ranks ofthe professions, 
we were entitled to all the advantages of the division of 
labour. Division of labour always made excellence of 
workmanship, and if one man was eloquent, another skilful 
as a conveyancer, another in advising clients, and another 
in conducting correspondence, was it not better that each 
should devote himself entirely to that in which he excelled. 

Mr. Monracgu Cooxson, responded to the toast, and in 
the course of his observations said he believed it would be 
a very unfortunate thingif the distinction at present exist- 
ing between the two branches of the profession were removed, 
at the same time he rejoiced to find there was a prospect of 
proper means being taken for ensuring a thorough legal 
education being possessed by all members of both branches, 
and this must be founded in each case on the same broad 
principles. Some parties had also advocated the establish- 
ment of a Legal University, but this he did not apprehend 
was in any sense neeessary, and, in fact, it was a misnomer 
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to term an institution for teaching one branch of learning a 
University. 

The CHAIRMAN, in proposing the toast of the evening, 
* The Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, and may prosperity 
attend it” said: We are assembled here to night gentlemen, 
I hope every one of us, from a feeling of benevolence, for we 
are met in order to promote the interests of the Solicitors’ 
Benevolent Association. Before I go further, perhaps you 
will permit me to say a word with regard to the memory of 
my late friend who et at this meeting last year—the 
late Lord Justice Selwyn. Indeed, it is not consonant to 
my feelings to let the present occasion pass over without 
some allusion to my excellent and valued friend of so many 
years standing, whom you will all remember last year 
presided on this occasion in that spirit of hilarity and good 
fellowship which always distinguished him. I saw him 
myself about a fortnight afterwards, when he appeared in 
the most vigorous health; in fact, I never saw him better, 
and you all know how soon after he was taken from us. I 
cannot, therefore, omit this allusion as showing us the un- 
certainty of all human affairs, and as proving that, however 
prosperous you may be—andno man could be more prosperous 
than he was in every sense of the word—you cannot tell how 
long that prosperity will last. This isa subject which well 
introduces the objects of this society, which is an association 
for the benefit of a great profession, that of the solicitors of 
England—a profession which probably in its results upon 
mankind is of greater importance than any other profession 
which can be named. Whoever is in trouble, the first 
thing he does is to apply to his solicitor, and whoever is in 
prosperity the same thing happens, he applies in the same 
quarter. Itis a great profession, but there are necessarily 
prosperous and unprosperous members of it, and those who 
are prosperous to day may not be prosperous to morrow. 
No human being can foresee or contemplate that 
which may happen in the future, and it is, therefore, 
of the highest possible importance that men should 
gather together for the purpose of supporting those 
who may be placed in circumstances rendering them 
unable to support themselves. The object of this society, 
therefore, that of supporting its poorer members—not those 
who are now poor, but the apparently rich members who 
may, through unforeseen circumstances, become poor—is 
one which commends itself to the good feeling of all men. 
How then are its objects to be carried out? This is an 
association which, it appears, has existed for twelve years, 
having been established in 1858. Having been called upon 
to preside upon this occasion—and I can assure you I felt 
it a very great honour to preside over a body of gentlemen 
for whom I entertain so much regard and respect—I 

hought it my duty to look into your affairs, to see what 
rou have been doing, what you are doing, and what you 
are likely to do. I find it stated that, whereas the solicitors 
in England number more than 10,000, you have not yet 
obtained the support of more than one-fifth of that num- 
ber in twelve years. We all know how difficult it 
is, and our daily experience shows it, to enlist the in- 
terest of persons in any cause whatever. We all re- 
ceive so many applications for charity of various 
descriptions—at least, myself do—that I verily 
believe the public are under the impression that a vice- 
chancellor has the unlimited command of the Suitors’ Fee 
Fund. I do not doubt that all here have the same demands 
made upon them, bnt certainly it seems to be the general 
impression that a vice-chancellor can do anything. Ifany- 
body wants a situation he goes to the vice-chancellor, if 
anybody wants money they apply to the vice-chancellor. 
Therefore as we areall called uponsomuch, itis notaltogether 
suprising that during the period of twelve years you have 
only succeeded in obtaining the support of one-fifth of the 
profession. But, gentlemen, I do think, considering the 
objecta you have in view, that some impression ought to be 
made upon the remaining 5,000 who have not yet joined. 
You cannot expect to gain them ail, but I am perfectly 
certain ¢ by continued effort you will gain the support 
of a@ moch larger number than you yet have; and I cannot 
help thinking that as yeara goon, and the objects of this so- 
ciety are tore cistimetiv brought before the profession, you 
will gain the enyport of « very larce number of the solicitors 
sent in their names. Amongst 

doubt many who are not able to join, 
x: Others who, though not unwilling to do 
had their attention sufficiently drawn to it 
of the society, fer I understand that 
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some 10,000 circulars are issued every year, and that you 
invite all her Majesty’s judges, Queen’s counsel, and members 
of the bar, to be present on this occasion—but nevertheless 
these three branches of the profession are but slenderly 
represented here this evening. It is not, I believe, from 
any want of willingness to support so valuable an associa- 
tion, but because men are so much engaged. There are so 
many calls upon their time and attention that they cannot 
do very often what they would in such a matter. So it is, 
no doubt, with regard to the members of the profession itself, 
and yet Ido consider it to be a sacred duty which every man 
owes to support his own profession, and to aid the charities of 
that body of men with whom he happens to be associated, and 
through whose assistance he has to carry on the business 
of life, whose success is his success, and whose prosperity he 
ought to look to as a subject of rejoicing to himself. I 
cannot help thinking, therefore, that by continued appliea- 
tions you will yet obtain the support of those who have not 
yet joined, and if you only get 4,000 to do so, and to 
subscribe one guinea a-year, you will then have an ad- 
ditional income of 4,000 guineas, and with that sum of 
money what can you not accomplish? I have already said 
that I considered it my duty to look into the affairs of your 
association as far as I could, and I find the principle 
adopted is that your annual subscriptions are capitalised, so 
that you have already £18,000 invested, producing an income 
of £700 or £800. If I understand correctly, you distribute 
only the income of your accumulated fund, and I suppose 
the same system will go on from year to year. Now I hope 
you will understand that in what I am about to say I speak 
with all humility, and the suggestion which I am about to 
make is one which has cccurred to my mind totally un- 
biassed, for I have not spoken with anyone on the subject 
till I came into this room. But it does appear to me, if I 
may say so, that the constitution of your society may be 
considerably improved, and in this way. Your annual 
income is about £2,196, and J find you have been 
enabled to distribute only £515 in the way of 
donations or assistance to the poorer members of the society. 
I would very humbly suggest to you whether it would not 
be better instead of capitalising all your subscriptions and 
donations—inasmuch as to all of us the present time is of the 
greatest importance, and futurity is nothing in comparison— 
to distribute at least one-half of your annual income and 
invest the remainder ; thus, at the present time, instead of 
distributing £515 a-year you would be able to distribute 
£1,500. And I would further suggest that when your accu- 
mulated fund has reached a certain point, say £20,000, you 
would do wisely to distribute the total amount of your 
annual income received from subscriptions and donations 
amongst those who ought to be the permanent and primary 
objects of your consideration—viz., not those who may 
hereafter be in difficulties, but those who are so now. ‘This 
idea has occurred to me, and I very humbly submit it for 
the consideration of the members of the society. I will not 
detain you any longer, except to say, that I most cordially 
thank you for the honour which you have conferred upon 
me in asking me to preside upon this occasion. 

Mr. E1rre (Secretary) read the list of new donations and 
subscriptions amounting in the whole to about £700, there 
being seventy-two new annual subscribers, 

Mr. A. R. Bristowe then proposed the health of the 
Chairman, who, notwithstanding his numerous public avo- 
cations, found time to come amongst them and advocate, 
as he had so forcibly, the cause in behalf of which they 
were assembled. He had had the honour of the Vice- 
Chancellor’s acquaintance for many years, not only when 
he was a practising barrister, but also as a member of 
Parliament advocating the rights of the people, and since 
then he had been a suitor in his court and had received 
substantial justice at his hands, In all these relations of 
life he had acquitted himself so as to command the esteem 
of his fellow-men, and in his capacity as one of her Majesty’s 
judges he had attained amongst the profession to which he 
(Mr. Bristowe) belonged, a deserved popularity. He had, 
therefore, much pleasure in wishing him long life and con- 
tinued prosperity. 

The CuaAteman, in returning thanks, said he had known 
most of those present for many years, for it was now forty 
years since he waa calied to the oy He came to London 


kaowing and known by no one, and having spent the usual 
time in a conveyancer’s chambers studying Coke upon 
Littleton and other old writers who were too much neglected 
in the prosent day, he had to wait day after day and month 
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after month until business came to him ; and he supposed 
from the kind manner in which he had been received that 
day that his perseverance had not been altogether un- 
appreciated. The success which he had attained he did not 
attributetoany superior abilities, but tohiscontinuedindustry, 
and more than all to his earnest desire to promote the in- 
terests of his clients, so far as they were consistent with 
truth and honour, and no farther. This had been his 
guiding principle, and to it he believed he owed his present 
position. With regard to the much talked-of amalgama- 
tion between the two branches of the profession, he would 
only say that he believed it was one of the distinguishing 

lories of England that the two branches of the legal pro- 

ession, each equally respectable, were kept distinct, one 
gentleman communicating with the client, and the result of 
those communications being submitted to another, who, 
uninfluenced by any personal consideration, gave an opinion 
upon the abstract merits and justice of the case. 

The list of toasts was concluded by the health of the 

committee and secretary, proposed by Mr. Young and 
acknowledged by Mr. Eiffe. 





INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


The president, vice-president, and council of the Incor- 
porated Law Society entertained a distinguished party at 
dinner at the hall of the society on Tuesday last. The 

uests included Mr. Justice Willes, Mr. Baron Bramwell, 

r. Justice Lush, Sir Barnes Peacock, the Attorney- 
General, Sir John Karslake, Q.C., Sir George Honeyman, 
Q.C., Mr. Garth, Q.C., Dr. Tristram, D.C.L., Master 
Benett, Dr. Percy, F.R.S., Mr. F. O. Haynes, Mr. Wm. 
Murray, Mr. H. C. Lord, Mr. Kenelm Digby, Mr. Charles 
Spencer Percival, Mr. Meadows White, Mr, sills, &c. 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of this society, held on Tuesday, the 14th 
June instant, Mr, Widdows in the chair, the question for 
discussion was No. 456, legal :—* Can a suit for divorce be 
prosecuted against a respondent, who becomes insane before 
plea, during the continuance of such insanity?” Bawden 
v. Bawden, 10 W. R. 292; Mordaunt v. Mordaunt, 18 W. R. 
$48. 

Mr. Kenrick opened the debate in the affirmative, and 
Mr. Austin in the negative. The society finally decided 
the question in the affirmative. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


FXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Easter Term, 1870. 
FINAL EXAMINATION, 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the 
examiners recommended the following gentlemen, under the 
age of 26, as being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

1, Frederick George Hindle, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Charles Kendall, of Darwen, Lancashire; and Messrs. 
Pritchard & Englefield, of London. 

2. Augustus Frederick Warr, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Bateson, Robinson, & Morris, of Liverpool; and 
Messrs. Field, Roscoe, Field, & Francis, of London. 

3. Walter May Barton, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Charles Wright, of East Dereham, Norfolk; and Messrs. 
Whites, Renard & Fioyd, of London. 

4, John Joseph Faulkner, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. William Tomalin, jun, of Northampton ; and Messrs, 
Vizard, Crowder, Anstie & Young, of London. 

5. John Dickinson, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Brockbank & Helder, of Whitehaven; John Proffitt, who 
served his clerkship to Mr. William Henry Duignan, of 
London and Walsall. 

6. John Attenborough, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Charles Edwards Freoman, of London, 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have ac- 
cordingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr, Hindle, the prizo of tho Honourable Society of 
Clifford's Inn, 

To Mr. Warr, the prize of the Honourable Society of 


To Mr. Barton, Mr. Faulkner, Mr. Dickinson, Mr. Proffitt 
and Mr. Attenborough, prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 

The examiners also certified that the following candidates, 
under the age of 26, whose names are placed in alphabetical 
order, passed examinations which entitle them to commenda- 
tion :— 

James Frankland, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Gray & Pannett, of Whitby ; and Messrs. Bell, Brodrick, & 
Gray, of London. 

William Thomas Hindmarsh, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Wilson & Middlemas, of Alnwick; and Messrs. 
Shum & Crossman, of London. 


of merit. 


Leonard Wilson Taylor, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Hesp, Fenton & Owen, of Huddersfield. 
The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates 


The number of candidates examined in this term was 106; 
of these 94 passed and 12 were postponed. 





NA 


Names of Candidates. 
Allen, James Mason 


Armitstead, Robert William 
Avre, John Bennett..........+« 
Baker, Godfrey Alex., B.A.... 
Baker, Thomas Watkins...... 
Bellyse, Frederick ............ 
Best, William Martin ......... 
Bicknell, Howard ............ 
Bohm, William ...........+... 
Bolsover, Rowland Wilson... 
Boocock, William Henry ... 
Boulton, Charles ............... 
Boys, Toke Harvey............ 


Bruce, Thos. Dundas ......... 
Buchannan, Arthur............ 
Bullock, Charles ...........0.. 


Bulmer, Clifford Chas......... 
Burdett, Josial:............00... 
Catherall, Edward ............ 
Clarke, Herbert Henry ...... 


Clarke, James Francis......... 
Cobbold, Ernest George...... 
Collins, John Thos. France... 
Cooke, John Henry............ 
Cosedge, Hiram ............... 
Cox, Edward Gordon ......... 
Coxwell, William............... 
Cripps, Edward, jun. ......... 
Crofton, Henry Thomas...... 


Cunningham, Percy Burdett 
PIG WICG, SOD nas ccncscusdavesseses 
Davies, John Taliesin......... 
Day, Francis John ............ 
DRY; PECUUHIG: <0. ..0sen-veses aes 
Eking, William George ...... 
Farr, George:..s.....ssyecsseesee 
Ferguson, Halbert Shennan 
Field, Edward Athow, B.A. 
Fisher, Edward Timbrell ... 
Fisher, George Gregg......... 
Fleet, Augustus ....+6........, 
Fluker, Henry ............00 a 
Foyer, Chas. Edwd. Stuart 
Franklin, Samuel............... 
Friend, Archibald George 
Mackenzie 

Garrood, Jesse ...... 6. ...c00e 

Green, George ......ccccce ces 
Gregson, Frederic¢............6. 
Guscotte, Thomas...........0.. 


Hall, Charles Wellborne...... 





New Inn, 





Hare, Godden Styles ......00 





CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE FINAL EXAMI- 
TION. 

Trinity Term, 1870. 

To whom Articled, Assigned, &c. 


David William Heath ; Geo. 
L. P. Eyre 

Thomas Lever Rushton 

Frederick Viel Jacques 

William Strickland Cookson 

Wm. Chas. A. Williams 

Fredk. C. H. Bellyse 

John George Thompson 

John Hy. B. Pinchard 

Thomas Gregory 

John Robert E. Hunton 

Joshua F. Perkinton 

Thomas Shepherd 

Boys & Son; Druce, Sons, & 
Jackson. 

William Dale Trotter 

George Buchannan 

Joseph B. Bullock; Hy. N. 
Capel 

Charles Bulmer 

Henry Wood 

Charles Gammon 

Fredk. Robt. Jones,jun. ; Hy. 
B. Clarke 

Francis Fenwick Pearson 

Thomas Lancelot Reed 

James Bowen May 

John Cooke 

Edward Worthington 

Andrew A. Collyer-Bristow 

Edward Coxwell 

John Ingram 

Fredk. C. Hulton; George 
Johnson 

Algernon Warner 

Henry Coldicott 

James Kempthorne 

Thomas Floud 

Robert Jennings Crosse 

Francis Burton 

Thomas Willis Walker 

Thomas Holden 

Edwd. Field; Joseph P. Hill 

Samuel Fisher 

George Dyson 

Henry Augustus Deane 

James Fluker 

Henry Paulson Bowling 

Weston Joseph Sparkes 

George Robins 


John Albert Copland 

Richard Dansey Green 

William Gregson 

Hy. D. Barton; P, Wood; 
Joseph J. Rae 

Wm Edwood Shirley 

George Halliley Edwanis 
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_ Name of Candidate. 
Harris, Alexander..... ... 


Harris, Robert Stanley ...... 
Hearfield, John Garniss ...... 
Heeley, Howard Hamilton... 
Hellard, Edwin................ 
Hillman, Edward... yes 





Hodgkinson, Robert..........0 
Home, Samuel, LL.B.......... 
Hughes, Alex. Mackenzie ... 


Hughes, Arther Johnson...... 
Humble, Mansfeldt Heron ... 
Hunter, Wm, jun. ............ 
Hutchins, John...........-... 0 
Huxley, Frederick ............ 
Ince, John Thomas .. 

Isaacs, John, jun. ...........00 
Isaacson, W. otton Ward.. aooaue 
Jonas, J ohn Henry .. 

Bawht, Folin .......c5... aces 
BOO, ANPOG ” «.......00<0s0008 
Latham, BI oiysck fs ouakes 
Lee, Henry Wilmot............ 


Lewis, Edwin James ......... 
Leyson, Robert Thomas...... 
Lisle, Henry Claud............ 
Lowndes, Edward .........+0. 
Luey, PIE sin so Pues icedconnws 
Lynde, William Alfred ...... 
McQueen, George Brewis . 

Mason, George.. Sele 
May, Alfred Henry... Bee apron ete 


Morgan, Nicholl ...........0... 
Morland, Walter Holroyd .. 

Morris, Edwin Shury ......... 
Nairne, Charles Guyon ...... 


Nash, William Henry......... 
Naylor, Fredc. Wm. Barton 


Neal, Thos. Henry, B.A. 

Nicoll, Wykeham “George . eee 
Oerton, Frank . Pe ae 
Parrott, William “Rose.. beaaibaie 
Partington, Joseph Storer ... 


PR BOAR os os coendevets 
NE MTN. oo dst ievcscaances 
Peacock, John Affleck......... 
Pearse, John Petherbridge... 
Peter, Apsley Petre............ 
Porrett, David Hunton......... 


read, Hodden Frederick...... 
PRONE, TIDE osc sssscexeesess 
Ricketts, Loftus Herbert...... 
Rideal, George Se 
Rodgers, Charles, jun......... 
Rogers, William .......... 
Rogers, Wm. Langworthy... 
Ruston, William, jun......... 
i ee eee 
Seabroke, George Mitchell. 


Sheffield, Frederick... os 
Simpson, John Fletcher .. ies cee 
Smiles, Clement Locke......... 
Smith, George Thomas......... 
Smith, William Knight .. sete 


Smith, William Redhead ... 
Smythe, Henry Gerald ...... 


To whom Articled, Assigned, &c, 
Edwd. Lewis; Edwd. Tyr- 
rell Lewis 
Stanley Harris 
John Hearfield 
John Richards 
Chas. Bettesworth Hellard 
Geo. P. Hill; Chas. A. Em- 
met 
Grosvenor Hodgkinson 
Wm. Shaen; Hy. H. Field 
Ebenezer I’. Clarkson ; E. 
Tylee 
Hugh Hughes 
John Topham 
Richd. Smith Williams 
Henry Bush 
Thomas Lister Farrar 
J. Turner ; Henry J. Riches 
John P. Murrough 
Charles Pidcock 
W.N. Finch ; Hy. Dyte 
Nathaniel Hollingsworth 
James Edward Underhill 
John Latham 
Thomas Bolton 
Edwd. Lewis (dec.) ; 3 
Tyrrell Lewis; ‘Alex. G: 
Breton 
Charles Carne Lewis 
Jas. Kempthorne; A. Anstie 
Fredk. C. Hoskins ; Bellyse 
John Hewitt 
John Stallard 
Charles Aston 
G. Brewis; John G. Youll 
Edwd. Nicholls 
John Glyde; Wm. Glyde ; 
Frede. Edwd. Hilleary 
Thomas Tamplin Lewis 
John Thornhill Morland 
Charles Bowen 
Charles Francis Fisher; 
Charles Burney 
Henry Darville 
Philip Richard Falkner ; E. 
S. Falkner 
Henry Holland Burne 
Joseph Harris Stretton 
Thomas Smith James 
John Parrott 
Thomas D. Goodman: John 
A. Sharp 
Samuel George Johnson 
John Isaac Solomon 
Fk. Jackson Rhodes 
Thomas Husband Gill 
Richard Peter 
Henry Turnbull 
William Morris; Chas. John 
Allen 
James Reid, jun. 
Henry C. Scngeite: F. Thos. 
Dubois 
James Roger Bramble 
Thomas Southam 
Charles Rodgers, sen. 
Chas. William Potts 
Richard Andrews 
William Ruston 
Edward Rye 
Matthew Holbeche Bloxam 
Thomas Needham Sheffield 
David William Heath 
Charles William Moore 
Charles Hugh Edwards 
James Knight Smith 
Francis Redhead Smith 
3Bransby William Powys 


Southall, Horatio William ... Francis Adams; Horatio 
‘ Southall 

Spink, Themes. ae eh eg James Wood 

Stenning, Fk. Stoveld...... ... Joseph Jackson 


Stephens, Adolphus Fk. Wm, Matthew Spray Stephens 


Name of Candidate. 
Stevens, Charles Bridges...... 
Stone, Edward ....... a 
Stroud, Charles..............006 


Swift, William...............00 
Tallents, Godfrey, jun......... 
Tarratt, Henry W., M.A. .. 


Taylor, Charles Thomas...... 
Taylor, Thomas Richard...... 


Teanby, Robert de Pere ...... 
Terry, Fredc, Wm. Imbert... 
Thorne, Henry King, jun. ... 


Thurman, Abbott............... 
Tonge, George Broadrick ... 
Truman, Percy Philip ...... 
Turner, Allan Frederic ...... 
Tyson, Edward Thomas ...... 


To whom Articled, Assigned, &c, 

Wm. Willoughby Comins 

Thomas Stone 

Chas. Richd. Norton; Geo. 
L. Cowley 

George Henry Eaton 

Godfrey Tallents 

John M. Davenport; 
V. Longbourne 

Thomas Wilson 

Maskell Wm. Peace; Thos. 
F. Taylor 

Frederick Deacon 

William Galsworthy 

Lionel T. Bencraft ; 
Church 

Frederick Wm. Parsons 

John Foster 

Francis Burton 

Marshall Turner 

Silas Saul ; Edward Tyson 


John 


J. R. 





Wace, George Richard...... .. 
Wadsworth, William ......... 
Walford, Lionel Nicholas ... 


George Wace 
Henry Wadsworth 
Herbert H. Walford ; Bartle 


J. L. Frere 
Watkins, Thomas, jun. ...... James Gilbert Price 
Watson, Barclay Fielder...... Barclay F. Watson 


Frederic Turner 

Samuel Francis Stone 

William Ditchman; George 
N. Emmet 

Frederic James Wise 

Jesse Nickinson 


Weeding, Thomas Weeding 
Wheeler, Charles Henry..... 
Whitmore, John Peascod ... 


Wise, Frederic John... re 
Wiseman, John Samuel .. Roan 


Woodgate, Ernest ............ Wm. Woodgate; Henry W. 
Purkiss 

Woodward, Harry ............ John H. J. Woodward; Hy. 
W. Ravenscroft 

Wooler, Frederic Sykes ...... Robert Lee Rayner 

Wraith, Lawrence H......... John H. Kay 

Yorke, Charles Francis ...... Henley G. Smith; John P. 
Godfrey 





CALLS TO THE BAR. 

The following gentlemen were, on June 10, called to the 
bar :— 

Mippte Tempie.— George Lewis, holder of the student- 
ship awarded by the Council of Legal Education in 
Michaelmas, 1869, and of a certificate “of honour of the 
first class in Trinity, 1869 ; Samuel Hall, holder of the ex- 


; hibition awarded by the Council of Legal Education in 


Trinity, 1870, B.A., Trinity College, Dublin; Edward 
Tindal Atkinson, holder of a certificate of honour of the 
first class awarded by the Council of Legal Education in 
Trinity, 1870 ; Howard Payn, Haden Corser, B.A., Oxford ; 
Ulick Ralph Burke, B.A., Trinity College, Dublin ; Alfred 
David Bolton ; Eugene Wason, B.A., Oxford ; James Wren 
Carlile, B.A., Oxford; Edgar Wight, B. A., Oxford ; 
William Masterman, B. A., Oxford; Thomas Scarborough 
Johnson, M.A., Cambridge ; Robert Lancaster, Trinity 
College, Dublin ; William Henry Hooper ; Henry Curtis 
Bennett ; :Charles Horace Reily ; Lewis Arthur Thibaud, 
London University ; ; Joseph Alun Jones; John Charles 
Bigham, University of London; John Lawrence Gane ; 
Tarak Nath Palit; Frederick Victor Dickens, London 
University ; John Hutton Balfour Browne, University of 
London and of Edinburgh; Nicholas Arthur Forget ; 
Auguste Andre; and Boys Firmin, Esqs. 

Ixxer Tempie.—John Robert Holland, M.A., Cambridge ; 
William Thomas Trench, B.A., Cambridge ; Ross Albert 
Andrews; John Dawson, B.A. Cambridge; Henry John 
Hood, M.A., Oxford ; Charles John Pearson, M.A., Oxford ; 
Charles Lister Shand, B.A., Oxford ; William Keogh, B.A., 
Dublin; William Lucius Selfe, B.A., Oxford; Douglas 
William Freshfield, M.A., Oxford; Charles —_? Hensle , 
M.A., Oxford; Edward Stanley Ho B.A., Oxfor 
George Hugh Charles Clifford ; Fitz , Paley Ashmore, 
B.A., Oxford; Kildare Christopher Robinson, B.A., Dub- 
lin ; William Paget Bowman, B.A., Oxford ; Frank Mat- 
thew Betts, B.A., Cambridge ; George Hugh Norris, Ox- 
ford; Arthur Bennett Steward, B.A., 8.C.L., Oxford ; 
Edward Curtis Twiss, M.A., Oxford ; John Humphreys; 
William Chetwynd ; William Coward; Charles Burgess 
Nicholas Pearson ; John Winsland Burder, Oxford ; Per- 
cival Francis Hoole, B.A., Cambridge ; Charles Dickinson 
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Field, M.A., LL.B., LL.D., Dublin, and John Douglas 
Sandford, B.A., Oxford, Esqs. 

Lincoty’s-Inn.—David Graham Barkley, Queen’s Uni- 
versity, Ireland, M.A., Holder of Studentship, Trinity Term, 
1870; Arthur Stanley Teape, B.A., Oxford; Hormasji 
Ardaseer Wadya, London University and Bombay Univer- 
sity; David Ainsworth, University of London ; Christopher 
James, B.A., Fellow Caius College, Cambridge; William 
Ansdell Leech, B.A., Cambridge ; Harold Eugene Stansfeld, 
B.A., Cambridge ; Horace James Browne, M.A. Cambridge ; 
Richard Edward Jennings, B.A., Oxford ; Alexander Burnes 
Bagnold, B.A., Oxford; Herbert John Lake, B.A., Oxford ; 
Edward Watts-Russell, B.A., Oxford; William Thomas 
Fischer Agnew ; Thomas Prout Webb, B.A., Melbourne 
University ; John Roland Phillips; Frederick George Manley 
Wetherfield; Richard Thomas Wright, B.A., Cambridge; 
John Richard Griffith, B.A., Oxford; Josiah Wilkinson, 
B.A., Oxford; Richard William Jorns; Cecil Butler, B.A., 
_— ; Elliot Macnaghten ; and James Layton Brown, 

8. 

Gray’s-Inn.—The grand day of Trinity Term was cele- 
brated by the members of the society on June 10. 
Among the guests were the Treasurers of Lincoln’s-inn 
and the Inner Temple, Lord Chief Justice Bovill, the Lord 
Chief Baron, Vice-Chancellors Stuart and Malins, Mr. 
Justice Lush, Mr. Serjeant Payne and Mr. Serjeant Sar- 
good. Previously to dinner the annual prize, amounting to 
£25 (an exhibition founded by Mr. John Lee, Q.C., LL.D., 
late a bencher of the inn, deceased), for the best essay 
selected for this fyear upon the following subject :—‘‘ The 
law of distress in England as compared with that of Prussia, 
France and America, with suggestions for a revision,” was 
awarded to Mr.. John Procter, a student of the society ; 
and the subject of the essay for the ensuing year was an- 
nounced to be as follows:—“ The feudal tenures, their 
origin, their nature, and the causes which led to their 
abolition.” 








OBITUARY. 


MR. E. WARD. 

Mr. Edmund ‘Ward, solicitor, of Prescot, Lancashire, 
died on the 12th June, in the sixty-seventh year of his age. 
The late Mr..Ward was certificated in 1831, and for many 
years was chairman of the Board of Guardians of the 
Prescot Union. He was also a trustee of numerous local 
charities, and was chairman of the Conservative Association 
of the borough. 


MR. T. DARWELL. 

Mr. Thomas. Darwell, solicitor, of Manchester, died at 
Burton-upon-Irwell, near that city, on the 13th June. Mr. 
Darwell, who was certificated in 1840, was a member of ths 
local firm of Beener,. Darwell, & Taylor. 


MR. C. E. STANGER-LEATHES. 

Mr. Charles Edmund Stanger-Leathes, solicitor, of 
Bombay, and clerk of the peace for that city, died at Simla, 
in Northern India, on the Ist of May, killed by a fall from 
a precipice. He was tbe fourth son of the Rev. Hugh 
Stanger-Leathes, of Trent Villa, Leamington, and was 
formerly in business in the city of London, as a member of 
the firm of W. & S. Cotton, King & Leathes, of Lothbury. 
He went out to Bombay in 1856, and there joined the firm of 
Collier & Leathes, the senior member of which, Mr. C. IF. 
Collier, is now practising at the English bar. On Mr. 
Collier leaving for England, Mr. Leathes received his brother, 
Mr. F. S. Leathes, into partnership. Mr. Leathes was 
clerk to the old board of Municipal Commissioners at Bom- 
bay, and on the new.Municipal Act coming into operation, 
he was appointed clerk and solicitor to the Bench of Justices. 
He was contemplating retiring from business when he met 
with the accident which terminated his career. 








On Thursday last the Master of the Rolls took an opportunity 
of remarking that he had lately had before him a great number 
of cases where property had been purchased upon what turned 
out to be no title whatever, and the purchasers had in conse- 
quence been ejected. . Some of the conditions of sale he had seen 
were really startling. Hisremarks were only intended to apply 
to cases of small properties. 





COURT PAPERS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Srrrmncs aFrrer Trinity Term, 1870. 


LORD CHANCELLOR. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
Thur., June 23.. Appeals. 

. Appeal motions. 
Friday ....24 { Petitions, & apps. 
Saturday ..25 
Monday ....27 
Tuesday ....28 > Appeals. 
Wednesday 29 
Thursday ..30 
Friday, July 1..App. mtns, & apps. 
Saturday .. 2 
Monday .... 4 
Tuesday.... 5 > Appeals. 
Wednesday . 6 
Thursday .. 7) 

Friday .... 8..App. mtns, & apps. 

Saturday .. 9 

Monday ....11 

Tuesday ....12 > Appeals. 

Wednesday .13 

Thursday ..14 

Friday......15,. App. mtns. & apps. 

Saturday ..16 

Monday ....18 

Tuesday ....19 > Appeals. 

Wednesday .20 

Thursday ..21 

Friday......22.. App. mtns, & app. 

Saturday ..23 

Monday ..-.25 

Tuesday ....26 > Appeals 

Wednesday. .27 

Thursday ..28 

Friday......29.. App. mtns. & apps. 

N.B.—Such days as his Lordship 
shall be engaged in the House 
of Lords are excepted. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Chancery-lane. 
Thur., June 23 { The te aged 
Friday ....24..General paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..25 {a sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....27 
Tuesday ....28 General paper. 
Wednesday .29 iaiineinniaia 
ne Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..30 { aitns. & gen. pa. 
Friday, July 1.. General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. 24) adj. sums., and 
general paper 
Monday .... 4 
Tuesday .... 5 » General paper. 


Wednesday . 6 eee gue 
e Third Seal.— 
Thursday .. 7 1 iene & gen, pa. 
Friday .... 8..General Paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday .. of a sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....11 
Tuesday....12 General paper. 
Wednesday..13 ait sii 
he Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday ..14 Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday ....15..General paper. 
Petns., sht. caus., 
Saturday ..16{adj. sums. and 
general paper. 
Monday ....18 
Tuesday ....19 } General paper. 
Wednesday..20 oe ‘ene 
e Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday ..21 { Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 22..General paper. 
Petns., sht. causes, 
Saturday ..23{ adj. sums., and 
general paper. 
Monday ....25 
Tuesday.... 26 
Wednesday .27 
Thursday ..28 a . 
> he Sixth Seal.— 
Friday ....39 { Mtns. & gen. pa. 
Remaining mtns. 
Saturiay...30} 8 petns. & adj. 
summonses. 
N.B.—At the 'Sittings after Trinity 
Term, the Master of the Rolls 
will hear further considerations 
in priority to Original Causes, 
until those set down before the 
21st June have been disposed of, 
atter which the Master of the 
Rolls will hear further considera- 


General paper. 


Saturday .. 9 


| Monday ....11 
Tuesday....12 





tions on every Monday durin® 
the Sitting of the Court, but wil! 
not hear Causes after the last Seai. 
His Lordship will sit until the 
remaining motions, and petitions, 
and adjourned summonses shal! 
have been disposed of, 


N.B.—Unopposed petitions must be 
presented and copies left with the 
Secretary, on or before the Thurs- 
day preceding the Saturday on 
which it is intended they should 
be heard; and any causes in- 
tended to be heard as short causes 
must be so marked at least one 
clear day before the same can be 
put in the paper to be so heard. 


LORD JUSTICE GIFFARD. 
Lincoln’s Inn, 
Thur., June 23..Appeal Court. 
Friday ....24..Appeal motions. 
Petns. in lunacy, 
Saturday ..25 joao appeals, 
and app. petitions. 
Monday ....27 
Tuesday ....28 
Wednesday .29 
Thursday ..30 


Appeal Court. 


| Friday, July 1..Appeal motions. 


Petns. in lunacy, 
Saturday .. 24 bkrpt. apps., and 
appeal petitions. 
Monday .... 4 
Tuesday.... 5 
Wednesday . 6 
Thursday .. 7 
Friday .... 8..Appeal motions. 
Petns. in lunacy, 
bkrpt. apps., and 


appeal petns. 


Appeal Court. 


Wednesday .13 Appeal Court. 


Thursday ..14 

Friday..... .15,. Appeal motions. 
Petns. in lunacy, 
bkrpt. apps., and 
app. petas. 


Saturday ..16 


Monday ....18 

Tuesday ....19 

Wednesday .20 

Thursday ..21 

Friday......22,,Appeal motions. 
Pins. in lunacy 

Saturday 123 biti apps. & 
app. petns. 


Appeal Court. 


Monday ....25 

Tuesday ....26 

Wednesday. .27 Appeal Court. 
Thursday ..28 

Friday ....29,, Appeal metions. 


Notice.—The days (if any) on 
which the Lord Justice shall be 
engaged in the Full Court or 
at the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, are excepted, 


V. C. Str JOHN STUART, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
The First Seal.— 

Thur., June 23 { Sttns. and causes. 
Friday......24..Petns. and causes 
Saturday ..25..Sht. causes& caus. 
Monday ....37 
Tuesday ....28 > Causes, 


Wednesday..29 

> The Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..30 { Mtns. & causes. 
Friday, July 1.. Petitions & causes. 
Saturday .. 2..Sht. causes & caus. 
Mouday .... 4 
Tuesday.... 5 i Causes. 
Wednesday . 6 The Tone Sent 

. { The Thir —_ 
Thursday .. 7 Mtns. & causes. 
Friday .... 8..Ptns. and causes. 
Saturday .. 9..Sht.causes & caus. 
Monday ....11 
Tuesday....12 > Causes. 
Wednesday .13 aa mie 
. e FourthSeal.— 
Thursday -.14) Mins, & causes. 
Friday......15.. Petitions & causes. 
Saturday ..16,.Sht.caus, & caus. 
Monday ....18 
Tuesday ....19 > Causes. 
Wednesday .20 
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N.B.—At the sittings after Trinity 
Term, the Vice-Chancellor will 
hear Further Considerations in 
priority to Original Causes. 
Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be 
so marked at least one clear day 
before the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard 


V. C. Sin W. M. JAMES, 
Lincoln’s Inn. 


( The First Seal.-— 
Thur., June 237 yitns. & gen. pa. 


m The Fifth Seal.— 
Thursday ..21 { lg 5B 


Friday .... 22..Ptns. & caus. 
Saturday ..23..Sht. caus. & caus. 
Monday ....25 
Tuesday ....26 
Wednesday .27 
Thursday ..28 as 
, The Six! eal. — 
Friday......29 { seollens. 
N.B.—At the sittings after Trinity 
Term and immediately after the 
First Seal,the Vice-Chancellor will 
hear Further Considerations in 


Causes. 


priority to Original Causes. | Friday......24..General paper. 
Any causes intended to be Petns., sht. caus., 
heard as short causes must be so Saturday ..25) adj. sums., and 
marked at least one clear day be- general paper. 


fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so heard. 

Ne cause, motion for decree, or 
further consideration, except by 
order of the Court, may be 
marked to stand over, if it shall 
be within twelve of the last cause 
er matter in the printed paper of 
the day for hearing. 


V.C. Sim RICHARD MALINS. 
Lincoln’s Inn. 
} The First Seal.— 
That. June 23 ) Stes, & gen. pa. 
Friday......24..Ptns. & gen. pa. 


Monday ....27 

Tuesday ....28 > General paper. 

Wednesday. .29 see, 

| . The Seeond Seal.— 

Thursday ..30 Mtns. & gen. pa. 

Friday, July 1..General paper. 
Ptns., sht. caus., 

-» 2¢adj. sums., and 
general paper. 


Monday .... 4 

Tuesday.... 5 {ener paper. 
6 
7 


Saturday 


Wednesday.. 

The Third Seal.— 
Thursday .- 7) \itns. & gen. pa. 
Friday...... 8..General paper. 






. s 

ae ee hag Ptns., sht. caus., 

Monday ....27 Saturday .. 9{ adj. sums., and 
General paper general paper. 


Monday ....11 
Tuesday....12 ¢ General paper. 
Wednesday. .13 

{ The Fourth Seal.— 
Thursday ..14 | Mtns. & gen. pa. 
«».e15,.General paper. 


. V> § Phe Second Seal.— 
Thursday ..30 { Mia & gen. pa. 
Friday, July 1..Petns. & ¢ ar 

Sht. causes, adj. 
Saturday .. 2 eal & gen. pa. 
Monday .... 4 





Friday 
Saturday ..16 fas sums., & gen, 


Tuesday.... 5? General paper. 
Wednesday . é Monday 18 nati 
. of ; Seal.~ BY sees 
Thursday .. 7 foe pte Tuesday ....19 » General paper. 
Friday 8..Petns. & gen Weduesday .20 
ee {at emm, 08-|T> rsday .,21 { The Fifth Seal.— 
Saturday .. 9 | cate. & gen. ery a ee Mtns, & gen. pa. 
Monday ....11 = Friday......22..General paper. 
Tuesday.... 12$G 1 4 | Petns., sht. caus. 
Weients y ea tdieia ite Saturday 23 a “sums., and 
ore general paper. 

Thursday ..14 {es gen. ps noel aie 
Friday 15.. tame ng pa. Wednesday. 21 General paper. 
Saturday 16 7 sisi gersteedaes Thursd. 

: 2 sy & gem. pa, | aUmey The Sixth Seal.— 
Monday....18 | Friday +229 of Moti ? 
Tuesday ....19 ms es 


cr paper. 
gi § The Fifth Seal.— 


Wednesday .20 N.B.—At these sittings the Vice- 


Chancellor will hear Further Cone 


Thumiey - 1) Me tns.& gen. papr.| siderations in priority to Original 
Friday... — & gen. pa. Causes. Any causes intended te be 
Saturday 4 nt. causes, adj, heard as short causes must be so | 

% nel ,& gen. pa. marked at least one clear day bee 
ee - 25 


paper to be so heard and the pro- 
General paper. per papers be left with the Vice- 
Chancellor’s Officer on the day 
befure the Cause comes into the 


= | fore the same can be put in the 
‘T 
{3 paper. 


The Sixth{ Seal.— ; 
itns. & gen. papr. 





COMMON PLEAS. 

This Court will on Wednesday, the 22nd, Thursday, the 
24rd, Tuesday, the 28th, Wednesday, the 29th, and Thurs- 
y, the 20th days of June inst, hold sittings in Banc, 
d will proceed with the Special Paper; and will also 
hold a sitting on Monday, the 11th day of July next, for 
he purpose of delivering “judgments. 





EXCHEQUER OF PLEAS. 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Hon. Sir Frrz-Rov Kexry, Knt., Lord Chief Baron 
cA her Majesty's Court of Exchequer, after Trinity Term, 
1876. 

Middlesex. 
Friday, June 17, to Thursday, June 30, 
Special juries and common juries. 
London. 
Friday, July 1, to Thursday, July 14, 

Special juries and common juries. 

The Conrt will sit at Nisi Prins on Mondays at half- | 
past ten o'clock, and on all other days at ten o'clock. 
A weomd Court will sit for the trial of causes when 

LRIATY . 

This Court will, on Thursday, the 7th July next, hold a 
etting, and will at euch sitting proceed in giving jodgme nt 
ih teatters then standing for judgment. 


both inclusive, 


both inclusive. 


Petns.,sht. causes, | 


DIRECTIONS TO TAXING MASTERS, 
Trinity Term. 

On taxation of costs on a writ of inquiry, the master should 
allow only for one counsel, unless in the exercise of his 
discretion on all the circumstances of the case, ineluding 
the amount in dispute, he is satisfied that there was more to 
do in the case than could reasonably be imposed on one 
counsel only. 

A. E. Cocxsurn. 
W. Bovitt. 
FirzRoy Ketty. 
Samvet Martin. 
W. F. CusanneE.e. 


Cottn BLACKBURN. 
H. 8. Keartine. 
MontacvueE Sir. 
JAMES HANNEN. 


June 14, 


SUMMER ASSIZES, 1870. 
Home.—Bovill, C.J., and Blackburn, J. 


Hertford, July 14; Chelmsford, 18; Maidstone, 25; 
Lewes, Aug. 1; Guildford, 8. 


NortTHern.—Cleasby, B., and Lush, J. 
Durham, July 9; Newcastle and "Town, 15 ; Carlisle, 21; 
| Appleby, 25; Lancaster, 26; Manchester, 30; Liverpool, 
| Aug. 13. 
| Oxrorp.—Pigott, B., and Mellor, J. 
| Reading, July 9; Oxford, 12; Worcester and City, 15; 
| Stafford, 20 ; Shrewsbury, 28 ; Hereford, Aug. 2; Mon- 
mouth, 4 ; Gloucester and City, 9 : 


‘When tieiin: B., and Willes, J. 
| Winchester, July 13; Salisbury, 19; Dorchester, 22; 
| Exeter and City, 26; Bodmin, Aug. 1; Wells,4; Bristol, 10. 
| Mrptanp.—Kelly, C.B., and Brett, J. 
| Warwick, July 14; Derby, 20; Nottingham and Town, 
26 ; Lincoln and City, 29 ; York and City, Aug. 4; Leeds, 10. 


North Watrs.—The Lord Chief Justice. 
Newtown, July 21; Dolgelly, 23 ; Carnarvon, 26; Beau- 
| maris, 29; Ruthin, Aug 2; Mold, 4; Chester and City, 6. 

Norro.x.—Channell, B., and Keating, J. 
| Qakham, July 11; Leicester and Boro’, 12; Northamp- 
| ton, 16; Aylesbury, 20; Bedford, 25; Huntingdon, 28; 
Cambridge, 30; Bury, Aug. 3; Norwich and City, 6 
Sourn Wates,—Hannen, J. 

Haverfordwest and Town, July 2; ; Cardigan, 6; Car- 
marthen and Boro’, 12; Cardiff, 18; Brecon, 29; Presteign, 
Aug. 3; Chester and City, 5 5 

Mr. Justice Montague Smith remains in town. 


Ten days’ notice of trial must be given, exclusive of date 
and inclusive of the above commission days. 





{ 
\ 
| 
| 
| 
\ 








In Calcutta there are 133 barristers, attorneys, pleaders, and 
law agents paying the licence tax. 
Mr. William Smith, solicitor, and secretary to the Shefficld 


| Chamber of Commerce, was presented, on June 3, with a pair of 


| elected M.P. 


massive silver candelabra, in acknowledgment of his services to 
tie chamber. 


The sub-committee of the Salford General Purposes Com- 
mittee, appointed to consider and report upon the resignation of 
Mr. Brett, the Town Clerk, have recommended that the future 
Town Clerk should devote the whole of his time to the duties of 
the office and the legal business of the Corporation. The salary 
is fixed at £800 per annum. ‘The report was approved by the 
Committee, and recommended to the ‘own Council for adoption. 


Mr. William Unwin Heygate, barrister-at-law, has been 
for South Leicestershire, in the room of Lord 


' Curzon, who has succeeded to the peerage as Karl Howe. Mr. 
| Heygate is the second son of the late Sir William Heygate, 
, Bart. (who was Lord Mayor of London in 1822, and was after- 


| elected M.P. for 


wards elected Chamberlain of the City), by Isabella, fourth 
daughter of Edward Longdon Mackmurdo, Kxq., of Upper 
Clapton. He was born in London in 1825, and was educated at, 
Eton and at Merton College, Oxford, where he took classical 
honours in 1847, and graduated M.A. in 1850. In November 
of the same year he was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn, and 
for some time practised as an equity draughtsman and convey- 
ancer, but laturly gave up his professional practice. He was 
Lakes sater in January, 1851, but was unsuccess- 

ful at the last general election. 


Tue County Covnts.—In the 23 years which havo clapsed 
since the establishment of county courts in Mngland there Rove 
been above 14,000,000 plainta entered for the recovery of sums 
amounting to nearly £39,000,000. A largo proportion of the 
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cases are settled without further proceedings, but judgment 
was entered in 8,712,902 for sums amounting to £20,804,023, 
exclusive of costs. Only 19,585 causes were tried by jury. 
The court fees have amounted to £3,581,708. The average 
amount for which the plaints were entered was rather more 
than 50s.; in 1849 the average amount sued for per’plaint was 
68s.; in 1859 it was only 49s.; in 1869 it was 57s. A return 
relating to 1850 showed further details. Three-fifths of the 
suits commenced were for sums not exceeding 40s.; 55 in every 
100 were tried, and more than half the causes tried were for 
sums not exceeding 40s. There are 59 county court circuits in Eng- 
land, besides the City of London Court. In 1869 946,643 plaints 
were entered, the sums claimed amounting to £2,692,073. In that 
year the courts sat on 8,162 days, and determined 553,473 causes ; 
udgment was given for sums amounting to £1,358,164, besides 
£62,558 costs, exclusive of fees. The total amount of court 
fees was £366,555. Only 1,103 cases were tried by 
jury. 181,922 executions were issued against goods, and 4,962 
sales were made ; 9,759 debtors were imprisoned. ‘These num- 
bers include the City of London Court. Many additions have 
been made since the Act of 1846 to the jurisdiction of these 
courts, and much other work than that above stated was done 
in 1869. There were 4,931 adjudications in bankruptcy in the 
county courts; and the gross produce realised was £70,013. 
There were 462 Admiralty suits or proceedings ; 144 vessels were 
arrested, and 163 final decrees were made ; the amount of claims 
was £40,753. Proceedings were taken in 761 equitable suits or 
proceedings; 249 were for the administration of estates; 55 for 
the execution of trusts; 122 for foreclosure or redemption or 
enforcing a lien; 117 for specific performance; 64 for dissolu- 
tion or winding-up of a partnership. 738 orders were made for 
the protection of the property of deserted wives. The county 
courts did their share of work in 1869.—Zimes. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GCVERNMENT FUNDS. 
Last Quotation, June 17, i870. 

From the Official List of the actual business transacted. ! 
3 per Cent. Consols, 92§ xd Annuities, April, ’85 
Ditto for Account, July 923 x d Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
3 per Cent. Reduced 923 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 5 p 
New 3 per Cent., 923 Ditto, £500, DD) —5 pm 
Do, 34 per Cent., Jan, 7943 Ditto, £100 & £200,— 5pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 14 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 235 
Annuities, Jan. ’80— Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 

(ndia Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.'74, 2094 ; Ind. Enf. Pr.,5 pC.,Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 1103 
Ditto 5 per Cent.,July,’80 1114 xd} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 102} Do. Do ,5 per Cent., Aug. ’73 104 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 24 pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 923| Ditto, ditto, under £1000, 24pm 








RAILWAY STOCK. 


Railways. 





Bristol and Hever oie... seeccereeseseeesesseeeee | 86 


Caledonian... .ccccoceesceceeree sees 783 
Glasgow and South-Western ,,, ne 121 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ‘ 4 
Do., Bast Anglian Stock, No. 2 | 
Great Northern .rsccecceeeerere 
DO.g A SCOOCK®  ccoccecceccecce crecceccocsescrces 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland) 100 
Great Westorn—Uriginal ...cccccceccceeeee, 100 
+ 100 
{ 100 
100 
100 
| 100 
| 100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
100 
ivo 


Do.,d0.—Newport verve 
Lancashire and Yorkshire 
London, Brighton, and South Coast.. 
Loudon,Chatham, and Dover........ 
London and North-Western.,,,... 
London and South-Western ,,, 
Manchoster,Sheteld, and Linco 
Metropolitan.,.... wee 
OT Re ee 

Do., Birmingham and Derby 
North British 
North London ,..,..... 
North Statlordshire. 
South Devon 46. 
South-Kastorn 
Vatt Varlo...scccee 


Stock 
Stock 
S tock 
Btock 
Stook 
Stock 
Stock 


eee eeeeeeee O eet eeeeeee 








* A receives no dividend until 6 por cout. bas Deen paid wo B, 


Money MAnker ANb Crty INTRLLIGENCR. 

Tho business done this woek in Consols has been rather small, 
and thoy close at a decline, Foreign svouritios were at ono 
time exceedingly buoyant, they thon fell and are now recovering. 
In tho railway market tho transactions have boon small, but pricos 
havo been tolerably steady. Tho prospocts of an indifferent 





harvest have caused a demand for money in anticipation of am 
increased food importation this autumn. 

The liquidators of Overend, Gurney, & Co., announce the 
payment, on the 29th and 30th inst., of the last instalment due 
to the creditors, amounting to nearly £250,000. A small portion 
of this amount is to be met by the realisation of assets, but the 
liquidators have made arrangements which they believe will 
enable them to pay the creditors without making further calls 
on the shareholders, to whom they hope eventually to make 
some return. But before this can be done the liquidators must 
discharge the engagements now made. 








ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
June 10.—By Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co. 

Leasehold residence, with stabling, farm buildings, orchard, and pad- 
dock, situated at Sydenham-hill,term 56 years unexpired, at £20 per 
annum ; also 5a 2r 7p of land in the rear. Sold £6,300. 

Freehold 3a 3r 35 p of meadow land, situate as above. Sold £1,520. 

By Messrs. St. Quintin & Norter. 

Advowson and next presentation to the rectory of Mudeford, Norfolk, 
with house and 19a Or 22p of glebe land, tithes commuted at £138 per 
annum. Sold £600. 

By Messrs. Baker & Sons. 

Life Interest of a gentleman, aged 49 years, in a freehold estate in the 
parishes of Edenbridge and Cowden, Kent, comprising farmhouses, 
homesteads, and 1,088a Or 10p of land. Sold £5,550. 

By Messrs. ScoBktn & JENKINSON. 

Leaseheld Residence, No. 9, Victoria-grove, Stoke Newington, let at 

p~ per annum, term 403 years unexpired, at £4 per annum. Sold 
05 

Leasehold No. 11, Victoria-grove, let at £49 per annum, term same as 
above, at £3 Ils. 6d. perannum. Sold £375. 

Leasehold No. 25, Victoria-grove, let at £36 per annum, term 484 years 
unexpired, at £4 per annum. Sold £325. 

Leasehold No. 27, Victoria-grove, le: at £44 per annum, term 48 years 
unexpired, at £5 10s. perannum. Sold £410. 

Leasehold residence, No |, Abney-villas, Church-street, Stoke Newing- 
ton, let at £60 per annum, term 6v4 years unexpired, at £5 6s. per 
annum. Sold £710. 

Leasehold, No. 2. Abney-villas, rental, term, and ground rent same as 
above. Sold £670. 

Leaseliold, No. 2, Abney-place, let at £50 per annum, term 694 years un- 
expired, at £5 perannum. Sold £490. 

Leasehold, No. 3, Abney-place, let at £50 per annum, term 694 years 
unexpired, at £> perannum. Sold £43). 

Leasehold residence, known as Mariborough-house, Lordship-road, 
Stoke Newington, let at £120 per annum, term 73 years unexpired, 
at £9 l6s. per annum. Sold £1,550. 

Leasehold residence, known as Woodberry Down Cottage, Lordship road, 
let at £100 per annum, term 474 years unexpired, at £21 10s. per 
annum. Sold £1,320. 

Leasehold premises, No. 51, Church-street, Stoke Newington, let at £70 
per annum, term 54} years unexpired, at $17 per annum. Sold £590. 

Leasehold residence, No. 1, Glebe-place, Paradise-row, Stoke Newing- 
ton, let at £90 per annum, term 62} years unexpired, at 83. per 
annuum. Sold £1,060. 

Leasehold, No. 2, Glebe-place, let at £90 6s. per annum, term same as 
above, at £2 I4s. per annum. Sold £1,310. 

Leasehold, No. 3, Glebe-place, let at £80 6s. per annum, term same as 
above, at 8s. perannum. Sold £1,200. 

Leasehold No. 4, Giebe-place, let at £80 6s. per annum, term same as 
above, at & peppercorn. Sold £990. 

Leasehold, the ** Manor House” tavern and premises, situate at the 
corner of Green-lanes, Stoke Newington, let at £100 per annum, term 
604 years unexpired, at £15 per annum. Sold £1,700. 

June 13.—By Messrs. Ettrs & Son and Mr. Caampness. 

Freehold estate known as Harwater, comprising about 21 acres of arable 
and pasture land, with farmhouse and buildings, situate at Loughton, 
Essex. Solid £2,950. 

June 14.—By Messrs. Dessnuam, Tewson & Faamer. 

Freehold house and shop, No. 24, Upper-street, Islington, let om lease at 
£90 per annum. Sold £1,850. 

Leasehold four houses, Nos, 22, 24, 26, and 28, Northampton-read, 
Clerkenwell, producing £206 per annum, term 69§ years from 1858, 
at £28 per annum. Sold £1,310. 

By Messrs. Guastsr & Sons. 

Leasehold five houses, Nos. 4, 5, 18, 19, and 20, Hinton-street, Pimlico, 
producing £125 per annum, term 54 years unexpired, at £26 Ss. per 
annum. Sold £1,260. 

Freehold four houses, Nos, 2 to 5,Central-hill, Norwood, prodacing £38 
per annum; also a Freehold building site in Westow-street, Norwoed, 
producing £14 10s. per annum. Sold $3,110. 

Leasehold two residences, Nos, 13 and 31, Addison-gardens Norta, 
producing £135 per annum, term 85} years unexpired, at 10s. per 
annum. Sold £1,660. 

By Mr. Grones Newman. 

Leasehold five residences, Nos, | to 5, Adeline-villas, Barrington-read , 
Brixton, producing £252 10a, per annum, term 33 years unexpired, 
at £35 per annum, Sold $2,475, 

June 15.—By Messrs, Eowin Fox & Bovsrrsnp. 

Leasehold businesa premises, No. 8, Piccadilly, term 48 years unexpired 
at £45 per annum. Sold £3,000, 

By Mr, Ropis, 

Leasehold residence, No.1, Ladbdroke-grove-road, annual value £110, 
term 99 years from N64, at S14 per annum, Sold £1,908. 

Leasehold residence, No. 5, Ladbroke-zrove-road, annual talue £98, 
term and ground rent same as adore, Sold £1,200. 


AT GARRAWAY'S COFFEE HOUSE, 
June 10.—By Mr, Romeat Rem, 
Leasehold, ave residences, No, 2 to 6, Hillside, Crickleweed (two ia 
course of coustraction), term 9o years unexpired, at 216 per ankum 
Sold £3,990 
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Freehold residence, No. 38, Tavistock-road, Westbourne-park, let at 
£85 per annum. Sold £1,050. 

June 13.—By Messrs. Bartey, Fray, & Wyer. 

Leasehold business premises, No. 16, Cumberland-market, and 7, 
Henry-street, Regent’s-park, term 21 years from 1857, at £45 per 
annum. Sold £600. 

June 14.—By Messrs. Cronin & Sons. e 

Leasehold public-house, known as the Alscot Arms, Willow-walk, Ber 
mondsey, term 71 years from 1848, at £25 per annum. Sold £3,960. 


AT THE GUILDHALL COFFEE-HOUSE, 


June 15.—By Mr, Henry Harwarp. 

Policy for £1,000, effected with the Economic Life Assurance Society, 
on the life of a gentleman aged 64 years. Sold £650. 

Policy for £2,000, effected with the Guardian Assurance Company, on 
the life of the above gentleman. ‘Sola £720. , . 

Policy for £1,500, effected with the National Provident Institution, on 
the life of the above gentleman. Sold 600. _ fish: 

Policy for £500, effected with]the National Provident Institution, on the 
life of the above gentleman. Sold £190. 

Policy for £500, effected with the National Provident Institution, on the 
life of a gentleman aged 56 years. Sold £175. 

Policy for £100, effected with the National Prevident Institution, on the 
life of a gentleman aged 58 years. Sold £36. 

Policy for £100, effected with the Nationa! Provident Institution, on the 
life of a gentleman aged 58 years. Sold £37. 

Policy for £150, effected with the National Provident Institution, on the 
life of a gentleman aged 76 years. Sold £61. 

Policy for £200, effected with the Briton Medical and General Life 
Association. om the life of a gentleman aged 67 years. Sold £68. 

Policy for £100, effected with the Exchange Assurance Corporation, on 
the life of the above gentleman. Sold £18. : 

Policy for £200, effected with the Briton Medical and General Life 
Association, on the life of a gentleman aged 40 years. Sold £8. 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

BRAY—On June 12, at Tooting, the wife of Reginald M. Bray, Esq., 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

HANNEN—On Aprii 19, at Shanghae, the wife of Nicholas J. Hannen, 
barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 

HERBERT—On Sunday, June 5, at D’Urban Villa, Upper Norwood, the 
wife of Frederick Sanders Herbert, solicitor, of a son. 

MACARTHUR—On June 14, at Downshire-hill, Hampstead, the wife of 
Robert J. Macarthur, solicitor, of a son. 

PEN NINGTON—On June 12, the wife of Richard Pennington, Esq., of 
Sydenham-rise, Dulwich, and of 6, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, of a 


son. 
RAWLINGS—On June 13, at Romford, the wife of C. J. Rawlings, Esq., 

solicitor, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

CORSER—BLACKLOCK—On June 15, at St. Luke’s Church, Weaste, 

Haden Corser, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, only son of 

Charles Corser, Esq., ef Ruckley Grange, Salop, to Mary Lord, eldest 

danghter of W. T. Blacklock, Esq., of Hopefield, Pendleton. 
SETON-CHISHOLM—RUAULT-On Tuesday, June 14, at the parish 

church, Harrow-on-the-Hil!, John Frederick Seton-Chisnolm, Esq., of 

Lincoln’s-inn, to Laure Alice Marie, eldest daughter of G. Ruault, 

Esq., of Mount Pleasant, Harrow-on-the-Hill. 

DEATHS. 


DARWELL—On June 13, at Barton-upon-Irwell, near Manchester, 


Thomas Darwell, solicitor, aged 53. 

FOX—On June 15, at Lutterworth, Leicestershire, Robert William Fox, 
Esq., solicitor, in the 74th year of his age. 

MAUDE—On June 13, at 44, 3t. George’s-road, Pimlico, Frederic Philip 
Mande, Esq., of the Inner Temple, aged 52. 

MOTE—On Jane 12, at No. i6, Thornhill-square, Islington, Ellen, the 
beloved =< Mr. Edward Mote, of Warwick-court, Gray’s-inn, 

citor, aged 41. 

STANFORD—On Saturday, June 11, Alfred Stanford, of 17, Great 
James-street, Bedford-row, and 18, Morden-grove, Lewisham-road, 
Greenwich, solicitor, aged 43. 

TUCKE2—On June 12, at St. Peter-street, Tiverton, Devon, R. Grant 
Tucker, Esq., solicitor. 

WARD—On June 12, at The Hollies, Prescot, Lancashire, Edmund 
Ward, solicitor, aged 67. 





LON DON GAZETTES. 


Minding up of Joint-Stock Companies. 
Faipat, Jane 10, 1870. 
Liwirep is CHancery. 

Bron Healog Lead Mining Company (Limited).—The Master of the Rolls 
haa fixed Jane 23 at il, at hie chambers, for the appointment of an 
Official liquidator. 

Professional Life Assurance Company (Registercd).—The Master of the 
Eolia will, on Monday, Jane 27, at 2, at his charnbers, proceed to make 
4 call on the aeveral persons who have been settied on the list of con- 
tributories of the above company (and who have not compromised 
their liability); and purposes that sach call shall be for £1 10s. per 
share. 


Toeapar, Jane 14, 1470. 
LiMiTED is CHANCERY. 

Commercial indemnity Corporation of Great Britain (Limited ).— Petition 
for winding ap, presented Jane 10, directed to be heard hefore Vice- 
Chancellor Malina on Jane 24, Beilamy & Strong, Bishopegate-street 
Within, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Fortane Copper Mining Company of Western Australia (Limited).— 
Petition for winding wp, presented June 6, directed to be heard betore 
Vice-Chancellor James on Jane %. Daw, Argyll-street, Regent- 
strent, solicitor for the petitioners. 








Sombrero Phosphate Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins has , 
by an order dated June 3, ordered that the above company be wound 
up. Mathews & Mathews, Bedford-row, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Teignmouth Pier Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Malins has, by 
an order dated June 3, ordered that the above company be wound up, 
Sympson, Golden-square, solicitor for the petitioner, _ 

Upper Assam Tea Company (Limited).—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented June 11, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on 
June 24, Kimber & Ellis, Lombard-street, solicitors for the peti- 


tioner. 
Friendly Societies Dissolvev. 
TuEspay, June 14, 1870, 
Mechanics’ Friendly Relief Society, Mechanics’ Institute, Devonport, 
Devon. June 8. 


Creditors under Estates tn Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, June 10, 1870. 

Fenton, Roger, Potter’s Bar, Middx, Esq. July U. Fenton v Fenton, 
V.C. Stuart. Frere & Co. 

Gumm, Charles, Essex, Shipowner. July 6. Gumm v Hallett, V.C. 
James. Waterhouse, Drarers’-hall, Austinfriars. 

Harloe, Charles, Upper Albany-street, Regent’s-park. July 11. Harloe v 
Rarloe, V.C. Stnart. Angell, King-street, Guildhall-yard. 

Low, Fredk, Gt Burstead, Essex, Farmer. July1. Wood v Dale, M.R. 
Woodard, Ingram-court, Fenchurch-street. 

Rogers, Wm, North Stoneham, Southanpon, Nurseryman. Phillis » 
Rogers, M.R. Sharpe & Co, Southampton. 

Sadler, George Stebbing, Gt Horkesley, Essex, Esq. July2. Webbo 
Inglis. V.C. James. Bridges & Co, Red Lion-square. 

Sadler, Louisa, Gt Horkesley, Essex, Widow. July 2. Webb o Sad- 
ler, V.C. James. Edwards, Bedford-row. ; 

Thomas, Alfred, Blomfield-street, Paddington, Retired Lieutenant- 
Colonel. July 10. Willesv Thomas, V.C. Stuart. Fuller, Regent-st. 

Yardley, Wm, Knightcote, Warwick, Farmer. July 1. Yardley v 
Bloxham, V.C. James. Welchman, Southam. 

Tusspay, Jane 7, 1870. 

Barratt, Thos, Market Drayton, Salop, Timber Dealer. July 5. Barratt 
v Gower, V.C. Malins. Onions, Market Drayton. 

Blomfield, Chas, Hockwold.cum-Wilton, Norfolk, Farmer. July 20. 
Crickmore v Blomfield, V.C. Malins. Rees, Copthall-ct. 

Brown, Stephen, Grey Friars, Colchester, Essex, Silk Throwster. July 
l!. Durrant v Brown, M.R. Philbrick & Son, Colchester. 

Chick, John, Whitwell, York, Gent. Fitch v Chick, V.C. 
Stuart. Crossfield, Hackney-rd. 

Hack, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Esq. July 13. Boyle v Hack, V.C, James. 
Smith, New-sq 

Tbbetson, John, Ealing, Middlesex, Gent. 
M.R. Burton & Co, Chancery-lane. 

Jones, Jenkin, Swansea, Glamcrgan, Haulier. 
V.C. Malins. David, Swansea, 

Laurence, Fredk Richd, Southampton-st, Strand, Shirt Maker. July 2. 
Laurence v Laurence, V.C. Malins. Humphreys, King’s Beneh-walk. 

Marks, Mary Rebecca, New-rd, Hornsey, Widow. July 12. Hume v 
Hume, M.R. Wright & Venn, Paper-bldgs, Temple. 

Milan, Steam-ship, & the Steam-ship Alexius Acatos, July 20. Bibby 
v Acatos, V.C. James. 

Roberts, Geo, Moon-hill, Cuckfield, Sussex, Farmer. July 9. Wood v 
Roberts, V.C. Malins. Shaft, Brighton. 


Next of Kin. 
Bullman, John, 92 Reg, Malta. July 1. V.C. James. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Fripay, June 10, 1870. 
Cariboni, John, Milton-naxt-Gravesend, Kent, Jeweller. 
Cheesman, Gravesend. 


July 15. 


July 6. Ibbetson v May, 


July 9. Jones v Jones, 


July 30. 


| Collyer, Jas Nicholson, Hurworth-upon-Tees, Durham, Esq. July 7. 


Collyer, Bedford-sq. 

Crespin, Robert Thos, Southsea, Hampshire, R.N. Paymaster. July 12. 
Heldreth & Ommanney, Norfolk-st, Strand. 

Daniell, Beatrix, Weaverham, Chester, Spinster. July7. Teebay & 
Lynch, Lpool. 

Devenish, Charlotte, Fordington, Dorset, Widow. June 24. Andrews 


& Pope, Dorchester. 
Dunp, Wilfred, Southsea, Southampton, Grocer, July 6. Blake, Port- 


sea. 
nae. Mary, Rhydvcilgwyn-isa, Denbigh, Widew. July 2. Jones, 
lint. 
Bennett 


Foljambe, Geo Saville. Osberton, Nottingham, Esq. Aug 12. 
Co, New-sq, Lincoln’s-inn 

Gowing, David, Ipswich, Suffolk, Gent. Aug 4. Lawrance, Ipswich. 

Haines, Mary Matilda, Poringland, Norfolk, Widow, July 20, Tillett 
& Co, Norwich. 

Jacobs, Aaron, Wilson-st, Finsbury, Commercial Traveller. Aug 2. 
Bilton, Coleman-st. 

Jillard, Betsy, Southampton, Spinster. 
Southampton. 

am, Geo, Wolsingham, Durham, Miller. July 30. Thompson, Stan- 
hope. 

McDonald, Jas, Walsall, Stafford, Draper. July 11. Clarke, Walsall. 

Parker, Geo, Southampton, Pastry Cook. July |. Deacon & Pearce, 
Southampton. 

Pascoe, Kev Thos, St Hilary, Cornwall. July 2. 

Perkins, Geo, Windsor Great Park, Berks, Yeoman, 
Co, Windsor. 

Phillips, Mary,“Cardigan, Spinster. July 25. Evans, Cardigan. 

Pratt, John Tidd, Abingdon-st, Weatmineter, Barrister-at-Law, July 
15. Rogers, Westminster-chambers, Victoria-at. 

Smith, Fredk, Lamberhurst, Kent, brewer. June 24. Stone & Uo, 

JW. T, Lea, Bewd- 


Aug !. Deacon & Pearce, 


Trythall, Penzance. 
Sept |. Darvill & 


Tunbridge Wells. 
Southerton, Wm, Bewdley, Worcester, Painter. 


ley. 
Wheat, John, Teeeton, York, Gent, July 25. Lawton, York, 





Fane 18, 1870. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


685: 








Yeomans, Fredk Hande), Burton-upon-Trent, Stafford, Grocer. July 25. 
Bass & Jennings, Burton-on-Trent. 
TueEspay, June 14, 1870, 
Ashcroft, Peter, Richmond-rd, Dalston, Civil Engineer. Augl. Wan- 
sey & Bowen, Moorgate-st. 
Banks, Sarah, Halton, Sussex, Widow. July 15. Parson & Lee, Ab- 
church House,Sherborne-lane, 
Barns, Thos, Balsall Heath, Birm, Victualler. July 23, Dimbleby, 
Birm. 
Bonomi, Ignatius, Wimbledon-park, Gent. Aug 31. 
Bench-walk. 
Brand, Robert Thomson, Fenchurch-st, Merchant. Wilde & 
Co, College-hill. 
Buller, BY. King’s Bench-walk, Barrister-at-Law. July 31. Whita- 
kers & Woolbert, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Bullar, Wm, Basset Wood, Southampton, M.D. July 31. Whitakers 
& Woolbert, Lincoln’ s-inn-fields 
Aug 14. 
Wilson, 


Rutter, King’s 
Aug 14, 


Butcher, Robert, Burfield Hall, ‘Norfolk, Wholesale Grocer. 
Fox, Norwich, 
Colville, Thos Michael, Macclesfield, Chester, Gent. 
Congleton. 

Forsyth, Geo, Chichester, Sussex, Esq. Aug 1. 
Moorgate-st. 

Grady, John, Pump-ct, Temple, Barrister-at-Law. July 31. 
Lincoln’s-inn- fields. 

Jeffery,Sarab, Abridge, Essex, Widow. June 30. Paterson & Co, Bou- 
verie-st, Fleet-st. 

—_ Ashton, Nottingham, Watchmaker. 

am. 


Aug 4. 
Wansey & Bowen, 


Lawson, 


Aug |. Cowley, Notting- 


Marchant, Wm, Balcombe, Sussex, Shopkeeper. 
Sons, East Grinstead. 

Newberry, Maria, Clapham Rise, Widow. Aug9. Coulhurst & Van 
Sommer, New-inn, Strand. 

Nicholls, Wm, RowdonfHill, Wilts, Chemist. 
ham. 

Robinson, Geo, Richmond, York, Esq. Aug 1. 

Rollings. Thos, Morton, Lincoln, Farmer. July 4. 
lane. 

w Chas, Chard, Somerset, Gent. July 20. Dommett & Canning 

ard. 


Aug 13. Pearless & 


Sept 1. Wilmot, Chippen- 
Tomlin, Richmond, 
Lott & Rogers, Bows 


Scott, Caroline Lady, Hove, Sussex, Widow. July 15. Roberts & 
Simpson, Moorgate-st. 

Smith, Samuel, Brandwood End, Worcester, Maltster. 
& Martineau, Birm. 


Stubbs, Ann, Windsor-rd, Ealing. Avg1l3, Kimber & Ellis, Lombard- 
t 


Sept 9. Ryland 


st. 
Thomson, Ebenezer, Surbiton, Surrey, M.D. Sept 10. Drew, Raymond- 
bid, 


igs 

Ticker, Rev Hy Tippetts, Leigh Court, Somerset. 
Lukin, Chard. 

Turner, Hy, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset, Gent. 
Leonard, Bristol. 

Webb, Ambrose Chalk, Worcester, Coal Merchant. 
Worcester. 


Aug 8. Clarke & 
Abbot} & 
Corbett, 


Aug 1, 
July 1, 


Geeds registered vursuant to Gankruptey Act, 1861. 
Fripay, June 10, 1870, 


Forster, John, Oxford-st, Licensed Victualler. 
June 9. 


Feb 21. Comp. Reg 
PBankRrupls 
Fripay, June 10, 1870. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Chabord, Alphonse, Camden-st, Camden Town, Gent. 
Spring-Rice. June 30 at 12,30. 
Norman, Geo Lewis, Sackville-st Piccadilly, Solicitor. 
Roche. June 22 at 1. 
Strangman, Richd Thos, Groombridge-road, South Hackney, General 
Merchant. Pet June 9. Pepys. June 21 at 11 
Tom, Wm, Mina-rd, Old Kent-rd, Accoucheur. 
June 27 at 12. 
Wolf, Newman, Cheapside, Merchant. 
June 22 at 12. 


Pet June 8. 
Pet June 10, 


Pet June 9. Murray. 


Pet June 8. Spring-Rice. 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Care, Jonathan, ‘Willenhall, Stafford, Grecer, Pet June 3. 
Wolverhampton, June 22 at 12. 

Harvey, Charlotte, Putney, Surrey, Widow, Pet June 7. Willoughby. 
Wandaworth, June 21 at 1. 

Hoare, Thos, Aston, Hertford, Miller. 
June 23 at 11. 

Rider, Jas, Biddulph, Stafford, Farmer. 
field, June 22 at 11. 

Stedman, John, Thornton Heath, Surrey, Market Gardener. 
Rowland. Croydon, June 22 at 10, 

Waters, Chas, Fordingbridge, Hants, Draper. 
Salisbury, June 22 at 2. 

Wiles, David, Landport, Hants, Draper. 
mouth, June 21 at 12. 

Woolley, John, Farningham, Kent, Builder, 
Rochester, June 22 at 11.30. 


Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, 
To Surrender in London. 
Boon, Geo, Milton-st, Dorset-sq, Mantlo Manufacturer. 
Pepys. June 22 at 11, 
Turavay, Juno 14, 1870, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward thoir proofs of debts to the Rogistrar, 
‘To Surrender in London, 
Crampton, W. N.,Clork, Pet May 3. Roche. June 29 at 1). 


Brown. 


Pet June 7, Spence. Hertford, 
Maccles- 
Pet May 7. 


Wilson. 


Pet June 6. Mair. 
Pet June 7, 
Pet June 7. Howard. Ports- 


Pet June 7. Acworth. 


Pet Deo 31. 





To Surrender in the Country. 
Bacon, Jas Sparkball, Ely, Ogee Miller. Pet:June 8, Eaden. 
Cambridge, June 24 at 
Clark, Jas, Sunbury. Pet ee 10. Bell. Kingston, Jane 28 at 10.30. 
Clarke, John, Redditch, Worcester, Needle Manufacturer. Pet Juus 6. 
Chauntler. Birm, June 24 at 10, 
Coker, Jas John, Surbiton, Surrey, Linen Draper. Pet June 10. Bell. 


Kingston, June 28 at 19, 
Pet June 10. Hime. Lpool, 


Gore, Saml Peers, Lpool, Wood Turner. 
June 28 at 2. 

Hancock, Mary, Pembroke Dock, Pembroke, Licensed Victualler. Pet 
June ll. Lioyd. Carmarthen, June 25 at 11. 

Pointon, Sam}, Hanley, Stafford, Mine Contractor. Pet June. Challinor. 
Hanley, June 22 at 1!. 

Rowbotham, Joshua, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, out of business, 
Pet June 9. Hall. Ashton-under-Lyne, July 7 at }1. 
Towill, Fredk Thos, Surbiton, Surrey. Pet June 10. Bell. 

June 28 at ll, 


Kingston, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Iaupay, June 10, 1870. 
Brown, Jas, Newport, Monmouth, Comm Agent. June 7. 
Faucheux, Toussaint, Charles-st, Mortimer-st, Cavendish-sq, Marble 
Mason. June}. 
TveEspay, June 7, 1870. 
Fisher, Thos, Bristol, Umbrella Manufacturer. June 4. 


Green, Fredk Alex Henscn, Bromley, Middlesex, Watchman. June ll. 








RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 
37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
Interests, or other adequate securities. 

Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
form :— 

ProposaL FoR Loan ON MORTGAGES. 


Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor) 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i.e., whether for @ term certain, or by 
annual or other payments) 

Security (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land or build- 
ings, state the net annual income). 

State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected w th the 
Gresham Office in connection with the security. 

By order of the Board, 
F. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 





Just published, price 5s., 
ANKRUPTCY ACTS, Analysis of the Steps ina 


Bankruptcy Proceeding, and Index to the Acts and all the Rules. 
By FRANK R. PARKER, Solicitor. 
London : Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and: LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 

ENRY GREEN (many yearswith the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention 1 of 
the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of upwards 

of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, &c., 
and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise- 
ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured. 

File of “ London Gazette ” kept for reference. 


IEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT 
nan carried the FIRST PRIZES at PARIS, HAVRE and AMSTER- 

AM. 

Ministry oF War, Bertrn.—Notice is hereby given that arrange. 
ments have been made with Liebig’s Extract of Meat Company 
Limited, for the supply, as an article of food, of their Extract to all the 
troops of the North German Confederation. 

Caurron.—Only sort warranted genuine by the inventor, Baron 
Liebig, whose signature is on every genuine Jar. 

In every household where this Extract has been fairly tried its use is 
permanently adopted both for beef-tea and ‘* stock ”” for soups, sauces, 











ILNER’S STRONG HOLDFAST and FIRE- 
RESISTING SAFES, Staone Room Doors, &c., with all the 
recent improvements. Price Lists, Drawings, and Testimonials free 
by post.—Liverpoo!l, Manchester, Sheffield, and 47a, Moorgate-street, 
—_ London. 
(CHAMBE IRS to LET, in Chancery-lane, furnished 
or unfurnished, at rentals from: £40 to £250 per annum.-—For 
particulars, inquire of Mr. Frepx. Cavrrsatsn, Law Stationer, 35, Cur- 
peanahnanti ste Chancery-lane, 





MYYE LAW OF TRADE “MARKS, with some 

account of its History and Development in the Decisions of the 
Courts of Law and Equity, By EDWARD LLOYD, Bsq., of Lincoln’ s- 
inn, Barrister-at-Law. Price 3s, 

“ Tam indedted to the very valuadle little publication of Mr, Lloyd, 
who has collected all the authorities on this sabject.”"—V.C. Ween, ia 
** McAndrew y, Bassett,” March 4. 

59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-ihn, W.C. 
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LONDON, CHATHAM, AND DOVER 


RAILWAY 
(ARBITRATION) ACT, 1869. 














Among the matters referred to the Arbitrators (Section 17 of the Act) are the following :— 


(d). The legal and equitable rights, liens, and priorities of general creditors of the Company, or 
any person or persons having or claiming any lien, charge, or incumbrance upon any lands 
in which the Company is interested. 


(e). All matters in question, as between all the parties, in all actions and suits and other proceedings 
at law or in equity, in which the Company is a party. 

All persons (if any) coming within the classes of persons referred to under head (d), and not 
comprised in the classes of persons described in the First Schedule hereto, are hereby required to send 
to me, not later than the first day of July, 1870, their names, addresses, and descriptions, the full 
particulars of their claims, and a statement of their accounts, and of the nature of the securities (if any) 
held by them. 


The Arbitrators have notice of the Suits in Chancery described in the Second Schedule hereto, and 
of the actions at law described in the Third Schedule hereto, to which suits and actions the Company 
is a Defendant. The Plaintiffs in all other suits and actions (if any) pending at the passing of the 
Arbitration Act, to which the Company is Defendant, are hereby required to send to me, not later than 
the first day of July, 1870, the particulars of those other suits and actions. 


All communications are to be by prepaid post letter, addressed to me here. 


In this Notice and the Schedules thereto, “the Company” means the London Chatham and Dover 
Railway Company. 


By Order of the Arbitrators, 
E. TUCKER, 
London Chatham and Dover Railway Arbitration Office, Secretary. 
Westminster Palace Hotel, 
Victoria Street, Westminster, S.W. 





THE FIRST SCHEDULE. 
Classes excepted from sending in Claims. 
1. Persons who proved their claims in Waterlow y. Sharp. 
2. Persons who brought in claims in Waterlow vy. Sharp which were disallowed. 


3. Persons who sent in their claims to the Solicitor of the Company in pursuance of an 
advertisement in the London Gazette, of 18th August, 1868, under the Company’s Arrangement Act of 
1867. 

4. Persons who have already claimed under the Arbitration. 


5. Debenture-holders of the Company. 


THE SECOND SCHEDULE. 


Suits in Chancery of which further particulars not required 


Agar v. The Company. Beaumont v. The same. 
Ashford v. The same. Betty v. The same. 
Ashwell v. The same. Blomfield v. The same. 
Batley v. The same. Brandon v. The same. 
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